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D's ſide of the debate, you acknowle 


« * 
- * . 
? n 


" aſk me, ih 
of Mr. De Courcy's Rejoinder” ? If you mean, what 
I think of the Argument ? The ſequel of my letter 
will be the beſt reply I can give. But if you mean, 
what 1 think of the manner; You have given 
yourſelf the anſwer, Partial as you are to Mr. 

66 His | 
kenſe 


temper is not to be admired.” And your 


muſt have perceived before this, that he has proyed 


nothing more, than that he is very angry, and 
unable, at preſent, to decide upon the queſtion 
concerning which he writes. 4 : 
Fond as this gentleman. affects to be of « . 
zi obſcurity. p. 1. I wonder why he diſturbed 
"bis own and his neighbour's repoſe, by beginning 


. this diſpute. He zells us, he was challenged.” T2 
0 69. — Bs it ſo for the preſent. — Was the | 


challenge given him perſonally? Was the gaunt- 


* a — , ? * 
a 1 ; a 
_ 7 wn 
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tet thrown down, that he in particular might pick | 
It up ? It was not thrown in tis pariſh, It no 
wor concerned Rim, than the Other pedobaptift 
up; miniſters in the town ; who, in 2 ſimilar caſe, ; 
would very miſely have paſſed it by; and ſtill leſs 
"Have deſcended beneath their character, to make 
A ſenſeleſs hearſay, the ground of a public and in- 
"diſcriminate "inveAive againſt a large body of 
chriſtians, who defire to walk in the command- 
ments and ordinances of the Lord blameleſs, and 
_ $0 lead quiet and . * in all EY 

2 ., 


"Tf i too, as Mr. D. tells us p. 25. before the 
? printing of his firſt piece, he had not read much 
on the ſubject; would it not have been better, to 
have conſidered it more attentively, inſtead of 
ruſhing with ſuch hafte into the world. Other 
people can ſee where the weak fide of his argu- 


ments lies, tho* he cannot. And even ſome pædo- 


baptiſts have been frank enough to declare, that 


Mr. Oe does not ſeem E | 


troverſy. ; 
, But to ſpeak freely, I deſpair of convincing Mr. 


_ D.—AndI am driven to this hopeleſs concluſion, Fg 


by a moſt unhappy declaration, Rejoinder, p. 69. 
. honeſt and e Baptiſts, ſolemuily 
4% dolls P 
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TY; 5 5 Et =_ 228 wh 
vouch before God and the world, that no fuck 
challenge was given, as Mr. D's hearſay alledges; 
Many of his own communion, and of the Preſe- 
 byterians offer to atteſt the fame,—Mr. D's.in- 
formation comes confe eſſedly from one perſon: Who, 
if he did not intend to deceive, at leaſt, might be 
more readily ſuppoſed to have made a miſtake, than 
ten (or perhaps twenty): people. —And yet Mr. D. 
profeſſes, that he will ſooner believe this one than 
the other n. Either his: informer muſt be infal- 
ble, or Mr. D. very prejudiced. — After the: 
above, I do not expect to work upon his mind 
And indeed, his method of handling his oppo- 
nents too clearly evinces, that he is not in the 
| unbiaſſed purſuit of truth; but rather ir the ſtate 
of a perſon. determined not to belieye, or give a 
fair hearing, to the arguments of his unendowed 
brethren, who. have the misfortune to differ from 
him in this particular. I doubt not, however, 

of your candid attention; and ſhall be happy, i what 

I ſuggeſt yields you; any pleaſure, or farther eluci- 
dates the point for which I am an humble advocate. 
Upon firſt taking up the  Rejoinder, we ima- 
| gined, from its magnitude and the ingimation of 
its being only the fr part, that the trouble off 
= anſwering it would be great. But upon a cloſer 
| examination, it appears: very ſmall. For, im fact, 
Mr. D. bas, in this 5 part, written. hut Ble 


9 com- 
; - 
* — 


##$\ 


eomparatively on the ſubject of beptifin———Ohv 
bundred and twenty-four pages are unneceſſarily fil 
led up, with-an4altercation that does Mr. H. no 
credit, and is foreign to the queſtion, whether 
ſprinkling or dipping be the ſcriptural mode of 
baptiſm ? Fifty-fix pages more are taken up in 


compliments to Mr. Turner.—So that out of bree. 


hungred and forty-fix pages, there are only about 
one hundred and ſixty, that can ſtrictly ſpeaking, be 
laid to treat of baptifſm.—I cannot help ſincerely 
regretting, this waſte of time and paper ; and 
that Mr. D. ſhould, on account of his own pri- 
vate quarrels, make his readers pay ſuch an extra- 


r 


There is ſomething alſo very . in Mr. 
D's method of managing the diſpute. For (1) 
he begins p. 128. with conjuring up the ghoſts 
of Bernard Rotman, Jahn of - Leyden, Muncer, 
 Knipperdeling, &c. Not reflecting, that even if 
the picture he exhibits of the German Baptiſts were 
u, (a) itno more affects 2 of the preſent 
| day, 


— n 
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(a) I fay if i 1 becauſe I am e it 
Ts not but very much aggravated, as has been abun» 


dauantly p by Mr. Fofeph Stennetti, Mr. David 
Rees, Dr. Gill, __ a There were many Ro- 


. 
— 
,- 
=_ * 


vagant price, if they would be favoured * his 0 


Trk 


| c f 
| and forgeries committed by individuals of his own | 
order, affect the reputation of the order in general. 
There could be no motive to the introduQion of 
his work in this manner, but that he might in- 
fame the ain of eee —_— 
in favour of his own fide. -- 


( 2.) If Mr. D. enen. 
dem argumentis, he tries it at leaſt totidem verbis. 
He finds in the anſwer, two or three- grammatical 
overſghts, which are not to be wondered at when 
it is conſidered, that the miſtaken importunity of _ 
its friends, and the ill-natured exultations of its 
enemies, together with the different employments 


of the perſons concerned in uſhering it into the 


world, cauſed the pamphlet to be publiſhed with 
. nn ann was deſirable.— Over theſe ſmall 
2 n 1 WI! «>. 
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man Catholicr, and Lin 1 in the 8 
inſurrection, beſides the mad - headed Jobs of Leyden 
and his confederates. And it cannot be proved that 
the generality of the German-Baptifts coun tenanced 
him.—I will juſt add here, if Mr. D. is ſo much 
offended at the infinuation that the Church of K. 
land is deſcended from the Church of Rome, . (tho? lie 
acknowledges, Rejoinder, p, 298. That it came. 
& up from the pit of popiſh darkneſe,”) is it not very 
 Gifingenuous, to rank the Baprifs with men, whoſe = 
names and exploits the generality of them never 
heard of, and whoſe prinziples (by Mr, D's xeluQtant 


» 


"0 6 5 
r Mr. B. triumphs, more N 


what he hirnſelf calls a '&@ turd' carcher, than 


eſther: a true exitic or a gernleman.—It diſoovers 
his ſpleen, rather” chan the goodneſs of his cauſe, 
to deſcend to ſuch minutia, from which the beſt. 
writers . are not free. I＋ could ealily. pickiout as. 
great errors in his own - productions; (5) and as 
eaſily vindicate, upon the principles of ſound gram- 
mar, ſome. of. thoſe. very. expreiſions, which he 
Expoſes AS, eee Lwaveit—* Little 
b EN ban Bi e c [critics 


« 
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Baptiſts did not. learn the doctrine of believers-bap- 
tiſm from John. of Leyden, &c.. but ſrom the Bible. 
But it will. be difficult for Mr. D. to Prove, many, 


. of the ceremonies of his own chureh to have. orĩgi- 


nated from the Bible, They claim a nearer relatian 


do tne Church of Rome than to ſcripture. And Epiſcopal-- 


ordination. proſe ſſes ſa_cloſe a connection to remain 
ſtill, between, the Church of England and. the Church 


of Rome, that popilh-ordination is accountec' valid. 


Whereas the ordination of the preſytery is deemed+ 
inſufficient; becauſe given by perſons. who only pre. 


tied to Bol orders. — See the Orihedex Miniſter's reaſons. 


for applying to Parliament. for relief in the. matter of N 


þ Subſcription. to the 39. Articles, pe- I. 


()If i it is only the concluſion of che 3 Poſts. 


| ſcript to the Rejeinder, For, tho”. it: may be good Triſh 


to ſay, „ That I may not confound together the' fabri⸗ 
*  cators- them chow,” | it looks to an 3 

'e confoynd: ip them lage ber, and. E. Dies 
3 and the fame inſtant. 


n 
J | a wy crittes. i 5ys A 'maſterly \wiiter)" betray their- 
5 __ ignorance auc groveling temper in rigoroufty 
; 4 inſiſting upon the minuteſt matters, mere tri- 
3 8e fles, and” often "condemning that for a fault 
ec which is really an excellence,” (e) — But Mr.. 
D's view in ſuch remarks, is to render his anta-- 
goniſts . contemptible in the eyes of his; readers.— 
And there is the greater ground for! this: ſuſpicion, 
(3) F rom the illiberul  epithets' ſcattered - up and 
down his performances. The Patcb- maler, 5 
—Twin-di iſputant;—Ignoramus ,— — Anabaptiſi—Zea-- 
tat, — Bigtry,—Sthi n, —Clumſfy diftion, —Blunder- - 
ing tra nflation,— Palpable - falſhond,—Chicanery and 
Sophi iftry, &. &. &e;—ls: this the langnage of a 
man. not.“ mortified hut amuſed l p 132 —Aree 
theſe proper inſtruments: for; the inveſtigation of: 7 
truth, or ſuitable weapons: for a Sete ? 
Pity but Mr.. D. had. bad before his eyes, . w 
he ſat doyn to, Wiite, the fine ſentiment which tl 
late. Lord: Clive has, ſuggeſtod ſomewhere, in 155 
Defence before the Houſeof Commons, . 6 While op 
decide upon my honour, take care-of.your-own.”* | 
-Methinks if Mr, D. had been properly con- 
cdetned for N own 0 he would: 1 50 


( 


Rill/ adheres to his former method of miſſuoting. 
He has been admoniſhed already, that however ob- 
noxious. the Baptiſts may be to him, yet they 
ought to have juſtice done them. And that to diſ- 
tort what they ſay, too much reſembles the methods 
uſed by Mr. HWoolften and other deiſtical writers, 
to expoſe the facred ſcriptures. But I am not ſo 
happy as to find a reformation i in the Rejoinder., 
What is the conſequence? I cannot take any 
Quotation . implicitly upon Mr. D's word. And 
1 apprize you of this circumſtance, that you may 
not be led into an error, by your predilection for 
Mr. D, or imagine that you have the arguments 
of his opponents fairly repreſented. 


|  Therearetwothings, in the controverſy about the 

mode of baptiſm, which lie on the Baptiſis to prove. 
-The (1) that Bamrife always fignifies to dip, 
lunge, or overwhelm, and never to ſprinkle or pour 
on.— The (2) that BaTrrifu, when applied to the 


ebriftian ordinance of baptiſm, always ſignifies to 


dip the whole body, or in the Apoſtle's words, to 
bury it in the water, For want of duly conſider- 
ing theſe, Mr, D. falls into many errors, which 
Thew that he has not yet maturely examined the 
ſtate of the queſtion, He fays therefore, p. 
142, © That if one ſcripture inſtance can be pro- 
duced, where a partial immerſion is called a 
* baptiſm, or where a perſon or thing is ſaid to 


— 


o 8 „4. 
% | | ; 
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( 17 ) 
de baptized, when only a part has been waſhed | 
«© with water; then all our arguments for a total 
10 immerſion (in the chriſtian ordinance of baptiſm 
« I preſume) fall to the ground,” —But I beg leave 
to deny this poſition, which is a miſtake ariſing 
from not attending to the diſtinctions I haye juſt 
made.— Agreeably to the firft obſervation laid 
down, we do freely admit, that a man's hands or 
feet may be baptized, by being dipped or plunged 
into the water, and that the pen is baptized (as 
Var as it is dipped) in the ink; and we may freely 
admit both without the hazard of any one conſe . 
_ quence, unfayourable to the zota/ immerſion of 
perſons in the ordinance of baptiſm.(4)—Inſtead 
NN therefore, of affecting to triumph over, what he 
calls, Dr. Gale's conceſſions, p. 172, and ano- 
ther ſuppoſed conceſſion, p. 221, if he had known 
the true ſtate of the argument, he might have ſeen 
2 age e but perfectly 


conſiſtent 


tte Meat — — 1 


() One would think common »/age ſufficient to 
teach Mr. D. that in certain particular caſes (not in 
all caſes) What is true of any one part, may be 
«+ ſpoken of the whole complexly.” But tho' when 
we ſay a pen is dipped in the ink, we underſtand it of 
| the point of the pen ſimply; I muſt obſerve, that 
when we ſay a man is dipped, without particular refer 
rence to any part of his body, common uſage uw 

Towle us to conclude, that ali his body is dipped. © 


(is 3 


Stent with our fide of the debate, —His buſi-- 
| neſs is to prove, that Bamrigs ever. ſignifies to 
Fel or peur on water; and that the chriſtian 
erdinance of baptiſm was, at any time in the Apoſ- 


e age, adminiſtred by affiufion, or in any other 
may than a total immerſion of the body. 


* 


= It muſt be-acknowledged, Mr. D. has taken 
' vaſt pins to maintain his point, tho? I think un- 


ſucceſsfully But before I proceed further, I crave 


Jour patience while I afk, -<* What has Mr. D. 


proved, ſuppoſing him to have made good 
what he propoſedꝰ Has he proved, that bap- 
tiſm by immerſion. was never. practiſed by the A- 


3 poſtles? No. He does not deny that it was-prac- 
tiſed. He * readily allows, p. 139, that di pping is 


one of the ideas of the original word; and that 
2 < baptiſm has been adminiſtered in former times 
« by.immerſon z”(e) to in another place, he ridi- 


dules this confſcdly Apoſtolic mode, by the appel- 


1 lation 


1 t 55 Theſe 3 are 3 Abedasbir to Mr. 
Ds cauſe. For if the words of the Apoſtle Bph. iv. 
5. are to be regarded, there can be but one baptiſm, 
as but one faith. So that either dipping or ſprinkling: 
muſt be the true mode. Both cannot be true. And 
if Mr. D. acknowledges dipping was a mode practi- 
ſed; ſprinkling: could not. 80 alſo argues: Mr, -_ 
dington,. Po 7. of his Catechiſm. | 


'F 2 8 
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ſprinkling he '#binks was in ſome caſes practiſed. 


And what would he infer from thence ? Surely 
they would be wrong inferences, that ſprinkling 


was the mo/f uſual and prevalent. mode of the KA. 


poſtolie times, and dipping ought to be laughed at 
and laid aſide.—If I underſtand Mr. D's reaſon- 
ing in his Letter, p. 23, 32, and Rejoinder, p. 178, A 
&c, the utmoſt it would amount to, if it were 
any proof at all, is, that. ſome particularly urgent 
circumſtances, ſuch as ſivknels, might make it 
more expedient; ' if "baptiſm were adminiſtered, 
that it ſhould be by ſprinkling. Now ſuppoſe | he 
could prove all this, what would he eſtabliſh ? 
"That ſprinkling ought to be always, or generally 
practiſed, and immerſion difuſed ? No. The 
moſt to be deduced would be, that in caſes of 
great neceſſity, it might be lawful to uſe ſprinkling. 


But ftill, according to his own way of arguing, 


and agreeably to the quotation from Tilenus, p. 
140, immerſion ought to be the general, and 


. is no i — n, Prag- | 


_ — — 
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n is but too obvious a fact (alas!) chat infant 
| fvrinkling, as generally practiſed by the members of 
Mr. D's own church, is à mere prelude to a g 
dinner, and 9 druxken-bout, l 


* N 8 1 


” 5 3 
«4 „ 
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| ſpeak of the Levitical ſprinklings, or of ſpiritual cleany | 


etc 1 : 


. (e) This I fay, upon belli he dd 
evince, that in ſome caſes, ſprinkling was a mode 
adopted in the primitive times, But I am per- 


ſuaded he has not proved it. And therefore, let 


us proceed to conſider his arguments; which may 
be done with the greater brevity, as we ſhall paſs 


dy moſt of the rhetorical flouriſhes, with which 
they are interlarded. | 


As there is a romarkalis ſrcity of palliges in 


the New-Teftament, that have the appearance of 
favouring ſprinkling, Mr. D. and other writers 


of his ſentiments, fly to the Old-Teſlament, and 
preſent us with a long firing of paſſages, which 


ing under the idea of ſprinkling or pouring,—The 
origin of this reaſoning ſeems to have been, 2 | 


—_— wn 
— OA 
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— 


de) Tf Mr. P. ſays, thin by eſtabliſhing Mana 


Ung in particular caſes, he proves that perſons ſprink- 
led in infancy ought not in future life to be baptized 
dy immerſion, and that ſuch immerſion is anabapti/n; 
be is miſtaken : for that would. no more prove the 


ſprinkling of infants to be valid baptiſm, * it would 


the marriage of two infants to be valid, to ſay, that 


2% They bad the. matrimonial ſerice read over them.” 


Tf infant baptiſm has no foundation in feripture, the 

Baptiſts are juſtiſied in adminiſtering baptiſm to thoſe 

that were ſprinkied in their infancy ; and would be 
egually juſtified, if they had been dipped in intancy. 


| TSS - 
| mt of the Fathers were weak enoutzh to think baps 
tiſm neceſſary to ſalvation, They taught 'this 
doctrine accordingly. Certain ſick and dying 
fired to be baptized, and receive the grace, as it 
was called, The Fathers, inſtead of teaching 
them, that the omiſſton of this ordinance could 
not affect their ſtate, if they believed in Chriſt, 
were willing to gratify their requeſt, But how 
conld they be baptized in ſuch circumſtances of : 
bodily diſtreſs? This introduced ſprinkling, as 
a ſubſtitute for immerſion. . And when the vali- 
dity of the practice was queſtioned, the innova- 
tors endeavoured to vindicate it by alluſions to 
the Old-Teſtament, St. Cyprian in his Letter 
to Magus (written in the third century) was an 
of the firſt, that uſed this kind of reaſoning. 
And the very objection of Magnus, to the valis 
dity of ſprinkling, ſhews that it was an unuſual 
practice, an innovation un heard of, till about this 
time. It is not to be wondered at, however, con- 
ſidering the propenſity of mankind to accommo- 
date chriſtianĩty to their own feelings, that ſprink- 
Ang has obtained ſuch footing in the world; 
that its ad vocates are ſo numerous; or that they 
ftrenuouſly preſs any fanciful alluſions into its 
defence. Mr. D. fond of multiplying authori» 
n 148-9, with men 


=: I from 


| Ts J 
VS * ea titer of which 
, That the prophet Foe! had propheſiedy that 
es thee ſpirit ſhould be poured out ch. il. 28.—That 
4 the Apoſtle Peter referred to this promiſe, in 
. ſpeaking of the gift of the ſpirit, Act. ii. 17. 
And that the Apoſtle Paul has ſpoken of the 
church, as cleanſed hy the waſhing of water thro' the 
* word, Eph. v. 26; and of the renewing of the 
* Holy-Ghoſt as'poured ont, Tit. iii. 6.—And 
hene it is concluded, that baptiſm ſhould be 
* adminiſtred by forinkling or pouring out of wa- 
ter Nov, J have often thought, if any thing 
. * could be fairly and fatisfaftorily drawn from 


_ - his mode of argumentation, for pouring water 


In baptiſm, it by no means cbuntenances the pre- 

Jent practice of ſprinkling · or pouring a few dropt 
of water, upon the fate of the perſon faid to be 
- baptized. For the Apoftle tells us, Tit. iii. 6. 
That the ſpirit is ſhed abundantly on the heirs of 
 alvation. Agreeably to which the Lord fays, If. 
xliv. 3. T will pour water on him that is thirſty, 
and foods upon the dry ground.” IL am clear 
che ſpirit of theſo alluſions cannot be adhered to, 
without pouring abundance of water, in order ta 
1 8 abundarice of an of the W * 


2 5 Aocordiogly/i It will be obſerved from Witfeuss 

towards the concluſion of theſe remarks, that amongſt 

[the Ancients, the Clinics, who could not be immerſed, _ 
Were ſprinkled all overs 


t . 
oh A Jew: ag of water, ds upon the ar” - 
can at beſt ſet forth, but a-/finte# meaſure of the 
ſpirit; very different from the idea of theſe texts, 
And I am perſuaded, that if the ſpirit is kept up - - 
(as it ought to be to make the alluſion complete) _ 
it would be tull as aft and convenient to be dipped _.. 
in the water, as to have ſuch abundance of water 
| poured out upon us. — But why have we recourls 
to fancy, for ,the ſcriptural mode of baptiſm, fince 1 
we haye plain and, ſufficient directions for its ad. 
miniſtration, i in the. word of God. The Apoſtle 
calls it a burial and refurreltion Col. li. 12, And 4 
fays, Rom, vi, 4. Vi are buried with him in 
« baptiſta, Sec.“, T he pronoun we certainly in- 
55. the perſons deſcribed, in the former verle, | 
he expreſſion 5 many if us.—The meaning 8 
is, that fo. many as were then baptized, were buried ? 
in baptiſm, and roſe again, Conſequently, none 5 
were baptized in any other WAY. . And if Mr, D. © 
can explain ſprinkling or pouring of water, ſo as to 
conv ey the repreſentation of being buried and 


—— — = 


MEA again, So erit mihi Magnus Apollo, (b)— 
4 —The | 


1 IF NAT think, Mr. D. reluctantly — 
p. 279, chat the Apoſile does, i in theſe paſſages, mean 
tie immerhon of the body, It is our happineſs then, 
— dat ou view of the ma is nr OTE? ; . 
| 1 


* 


tay 


his teſtimony e being ſo clear 


for immerſion, is ſufficient for me; and Mr. D. 
is welcome, to all the ſatisfaction he can poſſibly 
deriye, from the authorities of Yoſius, Chemnitius, 
Dominicus Sotus, or a thouſand more, if he can 


produce them, for ſprinkling. 


Mr. D. may poſlibly pleaſe DET of his readers, 


by "the ridicule he makes of the diſciples being 


overwhelmed in the ſpirit. Acts ii. We live in a 
time, wherein all ſorts of liberties taken with the 


faered ſcriptures find admirers.— But we thank 


Jod, we are ridiculed in good company. — The 
narration is plain, that, at the iaſtant the ſpirit 
deſcended upon the Apoſtles and filled their fouls, 
1 found from Heaven, as of ruſhing | mighty 
wind, filled the houſe whetein they fat. Conſe- 
tly, they were as really overwhelmed with that 
„ which filled the houſe (whatever it was) as a per- 


Ne e in un = bonnet in it. 
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| aw obliged to re 8 our Autor An- 
Fial notion, that ſprinlling tbe face and delivering the 
Child to the parents, are a reſemblance of a burial and 
ens that it is as forced and unnatural, as mak- 
Ing baptiſm an emblem of the effufion of the Redeem- 
FS blood, 3 is unſcriptural, The queſtion iz not what 
ave may think a proper OR" but What the Jeriptute 
, Weclarss is ſack» 


{4 00 


| — This makin. wind e which filled the 
houſe, ſeems to have been an emblem of the ſpi- 
 . Fit, that took poſſeſſion of and overwhelmed their 
fouls, in the ſame manner that the wind covered 
their bodies. And it is clear, that that this favors the 

| notion of immerſion n baptiſm, notwithſtanding 
Mr. D's witticiſm on the word dipping, p- 1 ST” 
There is no impropriety in ſaying, ** I was in A 
„ ſhower of rain or ſnow ; ;” or „ vas in a 
C te great ftorm;” by which is meant, the ſtate of 2 


perſon expoſed on all fides to theſe inclemencies, 0 


or overwh =med in them I cannot ſee any thing 
unnatural in theſe expreſſions ; tho? it muſt be 
: allowed, that Mr, D. is a good hand at à caricature. s 
As to the cloven tenguer, which ſat upon the dif- 
ciples, there is no more to countenance ſprinkling 
or pouring on from thence, than to countenance 

the ſign of the croſs in baptiſm. I ſuppoſe one of 
theſe fiery tongues reſted on each of the diſciples, - 
as an emblem of the gift of tongues. But that 
this circumftance ſhould be an argument for ſprink= 
ling in baptifin, is as fur fetched” as any thing 
0 Mr. D. can charge the Baptiſts n. 


I do not think the Baptiſts have any reaſon to 
bs terrified at the quotation from Origen, which 
Mr. D. produces © in defiance” of them, p. 155. 


Or that it needs ny „ prodigiess uten abilities” 
| to 


+. -3$. 
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( 41% 
to explain it.—They, that — the full cope 
of the word Barriga, know that it : ſometimes * ſig- 
nifies figuratively, the covering a perſon or thing 
with water, without taking notice of the method 
"uſed, to cover it with the water. (i) Now we learn 
from 1 Kings, xvii. 3, 34, 35. that the ſacfi- 
fice and the wood were entirely covered with the 
Water. And, unnatural as it was for Origen to call 
this baptiſm, there is no unfairneſs in ſuppoling 
' this to have been his meaning; at the ſame time, 
"that no conſequence can ariſe, hurtful to. immerſion,, 
if we were to allow Mr. D. that Origen did mean. 
ſprinkling « or pouring © on of water, in that paſſage, 
* *. or 


1 — 
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05 Mr. D. indeed affect to ridicule Dr. Gale for 
this aſſertion ; but without reaſon : for if any one will 
read the paſſage in Dr. Ga/e's Reflections, p. 137, and 
not truſt to. Mr. D's miſrepreſentation, he will find, 
that the Doctor inhfts, that the word Barrie always 
_ implies, that the thing baptized is covered with the 
water: Only, while he maintains that in the proper 
© and Atera ſenſe of the word it ſignifies to dip a perſon 
of thing is the water, he allows that ſometimes, is a 
_ figurative and metaphorical ſenſe, it may be uſed to ex- 
preſs the ſtate of a thing covered or overwhelmed with 

water, even when las in the caſe of the ee 
the land) the water comes over it. Therefore the Poc. 
- tor ſays, it does not /e neceſſarily expreſs the 2 
of parting under the water. But he always inſiſts, that 
it neceſſarily implies the b baptized is * | 

Vun che water. c 


* * 
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For 2s we agree, that prinklng w was uſed in n the 


third century, in caſes of great neceſſity ; ; and the 
Fathers of that century had recourſe to the Old- 


Teſtament to ſupport the practice; it is not to be 
wondered at, if Origen (whoſe way-ward fancy ; 


led him to imagine intimations there of chriſtian 
| baptiſm) called the pouring on of the water by the 
name of baptiſm. But till, this is nothing to the 
- purpoſe. The queſtion is not, what Origen called 


| baptiſm; but what Chriſt and his Apoſtles called 
. fo? And what was the Apoſtle Paul's deſcription 
"of It, we have juſt ſeen. - 


Mr. O. is either ſo impatient, or his imagina- 
tion ſo rapid, that he does not give himſelf time : to 
- conſider an argument thoroughly; and therefore, 


frequently miſrepreſents his opponents. An in- 


| ſtance we have p. 158. where he ſays, that his re- 


plier © manifeſtly gives up the point” by admit-- 
ting that the dew did. fall' upon Nebuchadnezzar.. 
But here he is wrong. For all that the reply ſaid 


was that, tho' the dew did fall upon Nebuchadnez- 


S. 


zar, yet this was not intimated by the word fan 3 


but the ſtate of Nebuchadnezzar's body as r- 


 whelmed. in the dew. He tells us alſo, that che 


ond amo rng | dgogov. V. 33. muſt Ggnify, that 
Nebuchadnezzar was - wetted (i. e. ed with): 


_ the dew; but allows; p. 159, that had it been 
| : e COT LEST 3: Tcl 
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R 
r Tow roco, or (N. B.) & ts Res, « je might 
40 have in ſame meaſure countenanced the oppo- 
e fite idea.” Mr. D. and we are agreed in this 
ht affertion. And if he had given himſelf the 
trouble of looking to v. 23, he might have found 
are explained by er, and the very phraſe which 
he admits as countenancing our interpretation of 
the above word, en in Jeoow, in the dew, But 
to ſhew his dexterity at changing ſides, he imme- 
diately recalls his conceſſion ; and tells us, that 
2 * auMotnoclas ey Tn gg is no more a prophecy, 

e that Nebuchaduezzar ſhould, have his lodging i in 
d the dew, than mnitero ug Jo ogog Luke xxi. 


37, ſignifies that our Lord was overwhelmed or 


* covered with the mountain, becauſe he had his 
4 lodging in it,” p. 162.—Now, tho' I might ob- 
- ferve that different prepoſitions, «s and en, are 
- ſed in the two texts here cited, ns I ama ſurpriſed 


— 


3 — 
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09) I dare aſert, that there is nothing contrary to 
- the rules of good argument, in producing the above 
tent 25 illuſtrative of Ad ii. 17. Nor, if we prove 
that Barre and Bamrigu are ſynonymous, is there 
any difingenuity in ſaying, that if eCa@n Eaptelted 
the ſtate of Nebuchadnezzar's body, when overwhelmed 
with the dew, tho' it is admitted the dew fell upon 
him; fo Bank{oua may as fairly expreſs the Rate of the 
- diſciples, when overwhelmed with. the ri. tho * 

uit fell upon them. | 


or Author Argued from one to the iter, after 
| he has ſo ſeverely reprehended' his -anſwerer, 


1 LA 8 V * * 
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for uſing Barre as ſynonymous to Bamrigv, yet I 
will admit his comment. To be overwhelmed with 
a mountain is to be ſure an odd "expreſſion; but 
that our Lord was covered witlrit, is to me beyond 
a doubt,—I ſhould have thought Mr. D. had 
known, thatit was uſual for the Jews/to.conftrudt | 


 oratories, or places of retirement for prayer, in the 


mountains about Jeruſalem.— He perhaps will 


laugh at me, more ſuo, for this thought; but it is 
countenanced by. the learned Mr. Foſeph Made, 


and Mr, Bennet in his Chriftiun-Oratery ; both 


of whom naturally ſuppoſe, that our Lord was all 


night in one of theſe oratories. To ſum up all, the 
Author denies, that the chalde word (Iitſtavang) 


fignifies excluſively to be overwhelmed, And this 
is a bolder ſtroke, than I have met with any 
| where but in Mr. D's Rejoinder.—As be has 
quoted Trommins,” I appeal to him.—He tells us, 


the Chaldee ſigniſication is tinge, and left that ſhould - 
de miſtaken for any thing but dipping or over- 
whelming, he joins merge to it. To his teſtimony 


' TI may add, that of Stockius, Fobn Simon, Buxtorf,, 
 Opitius, Marins Calaſſio, and Dr. Taylor's Concov= 


dance, who are unanimous in ſettling this, to be 


the excluſive. fignification of the/Chaldee word. In 
order to diſprove this ſenſe, Mr. D. has recourſe 


» 
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- 


(449 


to the Hebrew, And here (1) he finds from Dr. 
Stennett, that tlie Jeruſalem Targum uſes the He. 
brew Taba in rendering the Chalies word. Bout 
tho' Tabal may ſometimes ſignify a partial dipping 
(in like manner as I have obſerved Barre does 
fometimes, in perfect conſiſtency with our argu- 
ment.) Mr. D. has not brought one place, where» _ 
in it ſignifies ſprintling or pouring n. Nor 
does the text he produces convey meh a meaning. 
In Gen. xxxvii. 31. Foſeph's brethren dipfed 
his coat in the blood of the kid. That is, they 
Hained or beſmeared it, ſays Mr. D; and for proof 
of his opinion tells us, that the ſeptnggint tranſ- 
lates the word «<oxbzav.—But' ſuppoſe it does. 
Will any impartial-perſon tell me, which is the na 
tural and effectual method of faining or beſmearing 
: a/ garment, to make it reſemble that of à perſon 
devoured by wild beaſts, that of rolling it in blood, 
or of taking up blood in the hand, and ſprinkling 
the garment with it?! Would any one prefer the 
Hitter ſenſe to the former, who had not ſome end 
to anſwer by it, and was not driven to almoſt any 
ſhift to anſwer that end? Further (2) Mr. D. 
flies to the Hebrew root Tſavang which he tells 
us, Tromminus renders cplanred, beſprinkled and dyed, 
ſo as to be of various colours. But how does this 
militate againſt the word's ſignifying to dip.— If 
n Ggnify to colour and „ 


n 3 


638 5 


that the raiment of various colours was FRO in 
yarn or filk of a different the ; ; or that ſuch arfferent 
colours were inſerted by needle-work; and therefore 
it had the appearance of being ſpectled or ſprinkled. 
As to the practice of famping different colours, it - 
is a modern invention, and was unknown in thoſe 
days; and as to the application of the word to the 
Hyena, it is a figurative ſenſe merely, taken from 
the reſemblance in the colour of that creature to 
ſuch party-coloured cloth, and cannot determine 
any thing concerning the method of colouring ſuch 
cloth. —But I will-go further, and ſuppoſe with 
Mr. D. (tho' not grant to him) that the Hebrew 
word T/avang does ſometimes ſignify to ſprinkle ; 
4 vet, what has this to do with the Sgnification of 
of the Chaldee word ? There is great probability 
in the - obſervation of Grotius, on Gen. xi. 1. 
That the Chaldee was the language from whence 
„ the Mebrew was derived, as Abraham came from 
Ur of the Chaldees,” Gen. xi. 31. ( Now it 
is well known, that, when a language is branched 
"out into different dialects, thoſe dialects may - 
. verſify the fignification of words conſiderably, from 
the dri * native ſenſe of the original. For i in- 
8 —_ 
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0 40 e Dany) lingua eft advenarum e Chel- | 
Axa.“ Grotius in Gen, xi. Is 


0 


Io 


a 5 4 
dance, the Latin word 1 benißes Bacellon 
and is always taken, in that tongue, in a good 
ſenſe; but, as retained in the Engliſh tongue, it is 
always uſed in a bad ſenſe. ex. gr. egregious nonſenſe, ; 
as Mr. D. politely expreſſes it, But would it not 
be very wrong to argue, becauſe the Engliſh word 


Egregious is always uſed in a bad ſenſe, therefore 
the latin word Egregius is ſometimes taken in a bad 


| ſenſe? And is it not equally wrong to infer, that 
ſuppoſing Tavang to ſignify ſprinkling, at any 
time in the Hebrew language, therefore it muſt in 
the Chalgdee?—T diſmiſs this therefore, with the 
xemark ; that the replier has neither borrowed nor 
ſpoiled the word as Mr. D. inſinuates: nor has 
« Dr. Stennett's critical Aid de Camp at Wrexham” 
any reaſon, to be aſhamed of the manner in which 
the word is inſerted in the work refered to; for 
it ee te tho“ not as Mr. D. has 
| | ö inſerted 
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(m) L imagine, the reaſon why Mr. P . ſappoſes 
| this word to be wrong inſerted, is hae ha bs om 
| ſalted it without regarding the points, on which ſyſ- 
tem it would undoubtedly be erroneous. But on the 
_ oppoſite ſyſtem, the learned reader knows, that the 
Beth indageſbatum is ſounded like was, which will ace 
count for the manner in which I have inſerted it, as 1 
have, for want of Hebrew types, put it — to 
_" the way — is * n 


* ot, 


znſerted it in the Ryoinder p- 165. Ri tt eva, 
and not . 1 


The e ena l firs 
end that I - paſs over unnoticed, as the linie 
that has the look of argument in them, and the 
ſuppoſed conceſſions from Dr. Gale, I have ani- 


madverted on already. I proceed then to p. 175. 


We do not maintain, there are no figurative al- 


lufions to baptiſm in ſcripture; but that to argue 
for a particular mode of baptiſm, from figuratius- 


and analegical reafoning, while this mode is - 
Ported by the literal ſenſe of ſeripture, is contrary — 


to good argument and ſound-criticiſai, When bap- 


dlm is called a burial, we acknowledge it a Mura- 3 


tive repreſentation, But this figure has a foxnda- 
tion in the practice of the Apoſtles, who adminiſtred 


baptiſm by immerſion, or burying the baptized in | ; 


the water.—On the other hand; unlefy the Author 
brings clearer and more poſitive. proof, that 


tive and analogical deductions are only egi in the 
air, a ſuperſtructure without a foundation. We 
cannot ſee any authority, for ſuppoſing the legal 


we New-Teſtament, in order 10 fd chriinu- 


the Apoſtles did baptize by ſprinkling his figura- - 


prophets made any alluſions to it: And to leu s 


bopriſen in the old, appears like perverſely leaving 
the plain road, and ehuſing to wander in an uatracked , 
labyrinth, where a man may ſooner loſe himſelf, 
than find his way home, Mr. D. p. 177. is very 
angry at Dr. Stennett for ſaying, That ſprink- 
< lingin baptiſm, as an emblematical repreſentation of 
our juſtification, hath no foundation i in the word 
bf God.” And, in a very high tone, he pro- - 
nounces the aſſertion, <* equally bold as falſe.” It 
may be ſo. For if we prove it not to be falſe, I 
hope Mr. O. will agtee that it is not bold. But, 
before he had ſo magiſterially decided upon its 
falſchood, would it not have looked better to have 
produced at leaſt one text of ſcripture, wherein 
ſprinłling is conſidered as a mode of baptiſm, when 
it is ſpoken of as an emblem of our juſtification ? 
This would have done his cauſe more good, than 
all his quibbling upon the DoQto1's words, and 
miſrepreſentation of their meaning. — The text he 
produces, p. 184. by no means proves what he 
' Withes to maintain: for if there is any reference 
at all to baptiſm in the bein g waſhed in blood, it is 
an idea very different from being ſprinkled with 
An and conſidering Rev. i. 5. as ſynonimous 
to * waſhing their robes, and making them 
4 white in the blood of the lamb,” Rev. vii. 14. 
I preſume ſuch waſhing muſt favour immerſion 
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and not wrinkling = * wh the fame Apoſtle 
penned the other text, © His blood cleanſeth 
from all fin,” the paſlages juſt cited are a proper 
comment upon it, and fully explain the Apoſtle's 

meaning. Mr. D. miftakes, that the Apolltle al- 
ludes to the Levitical ſprinklings, as Paul does, in 
the expreſſion of the heart ſprinkled from an evil 


conſcience ; for it rather refers to the prophecy, 
Tech. xiii. 3, of a fountain opened, &c. (n) or 


(if a good critic may be believed) the reference is 
to an ancient cuſtom, of waſhing wool and woollen- 


cloth in the blood of the parple-fiſh, to purify and 
render it more beautiful. (0) I theſe texts therefore 


doallude to bern it does not follow that the Le- 
| e. 


1 5 The eee ſoifted. 4 
immethodically. and one of them, which WII explain 
all the reſt, I have animadverted on. 


3 {ts 


(n) Dr.. Watts, whom Mr. D. quotes upon ocea- 


a4 had preciſely this idea of the e when , | 
he ſaid in his Hymns, B. ii. H. 99. Ry 


* 
Fx 


To the dear fountain of thy blood, 
Incarnate God | fly; 


| > Here let me aſh my ſpotted ſoul, 
From crimes of ge dye. 


60 dune of eee . ficut purpure 
fanguine: pulchrior fit lana, ita ipſorum. veſtes ſanguine 
Chili, Grotius in Apoe. Cap. vi. 24. 5 


4 


 Vitieal-ſprinklings ha ve any ſuch aufn. — There 
is another miſtake of Mr. D's s proper to he men- 
tioned here. He ſuppoſes, if two inſtitutions re- 
fer to one and the ſame thing, therefore one muſt 


give directions for the other. Thus, on the one 


hand, a part of the purification under the law be- 
ing performed by ſprinkling of blood (as a type of 
the purification of the conſcience by the blood of 
Chriſt) and chriſtian- baptiſm on the other hand, 
being * a lively emblem of inward waſhing,” he 
thinks the legal-ſprinklings muſt give direction for 
the adminiſtration of baptiſm, But this reaſoning 
win not hold; for, upon the fame principles, he 
might maintain, beeauſe the paſſover under tha 


us referred to the death of Chriſt, and the Lord's 


ſupper tefers alſo to the fame event, therefore we 
are to look to the Paſſover for directions how to 
eelebrate the Lord's ſupper, The reaſoning. 


in one caſe will Bold as ſtrong as in the other; it 


.would Jjead to numberleſs innovations; (p) and 
*both eaſes wilt ſhew, how impertinent it is, to go 
* * 1 for n N about ehriſ- 

8 t din 
00 Mr. D allows the juſtice of this remark, Re- 


aer, p. 21 l. and that the Lord's ſupper is not to 
| W 


ſores, 


„ 
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Gas — as the New-Teltauent 
is. fo explicit in giving directions about them... 
Mr. O. treats Dr. Stennett very cavalierly for 


” 


: ſayings. that if the Levitieal-ſprinklings bore any 
8 analogy to baptifm,. they would argue for a ſprink- . 
- lng of las rather than wafer. He pronounces this 
* pitiable argumentation,” plamſible. ſophiry d « 
. but does not even attempt to invalidate it, except 
L by ſaying, p. 181. © that if the difference of hh 
- and water could overthrow the analogy he con- 
7 | * tends for, then the analogy of the baptiſm of 
4 mer; bp en” 
e * muſt be equally overthrown.“ He ſhould have 
7 remembered however, that the baptiſm of fire is an 
* alluſion expteſsly authoriſed by ſeripture (to- 
e mocked at by Mr. D. p. 18.) Whereas, he has | 
0 no where proved his bptiH by ſprinkling bd, 
2 to have been derived from thence.— And after all, 
it from his- own: conceſſion, p. 178. be does not 
> * queſtion” that dipping is a much better way of 
Q cleanſing than ſprinkling ;- and if ſo, what is he con- 
. tending for? Sure the Baptiſts cannot be wren 
1 in adhering to immerſion.—If too, the ſcripture | 

4 gave them any ground for thinking, that waſhing 

with ſoap was neceſſary, in order the better to re- 
ee. preſent the thing ſignified in baptiſm, I have no 
ot doubt, that they would chearfully conform to its ; 


but as the ſcripture — fn. — 
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Et content — — deſiring . 


w, or take from what God has wiſely ordained— 
There was no noed therefore, of the quotation 
from Cyprian. to prove this point; nor did we: 


_ peed St. Cyprian's information, that the breaft of. 
- 4heliever is een pH OP 
e ebe were 


Thus far Mr. D. has failed, in his proof of 

© baptiſm from the Levitical- ſprinklings. And I. 
Amoſt think he entertains a ſuſpicion of it's weak, 
neſs, by his propping it up with the teſtimony of 

ſo many learned men, For my own part, I deſire 
_ to read all human writings cum grano ſalis; at the 


- fime time that I obſerve, that even theſe learned. 


men {at leaſt ſome of them) have not ſerupled to- 
acknowledge, the true and primitive mode of bap- 
tiſm to have been that of immerſion —I turn over; 
* then, to what Mr. O. ad vances from the ſanctifi- 


Stzon of the ſpirit, p. 190. He is unwilling to 


ow, that 7 will forinkle clean water upon you, and 
ye ſhall be clean, Ezek. xxxvi. 25. has any. refe- 
rence to the cleanſing of the Leper (tho he might 
Rave uſed more decent language in his remarks. 
upon it). He thinks it refers to the water F pu- 
BE Num, Hints be it ſo for the ſake: 
Vo of 


b | 


1 the argument. He ingfts that - the fpriciiding 

ef this water, was the idemirai ciruumſauae, that 
| wmdleted the purification; ani to prove it, brings 
the ſcripture fair play, and allow it to be ts ow = 
interpreter, Father than fly. ynnecellanily uo the 
teſtimony of an Apocryphal writer, in a; matter, 

where the Bible ſpeaks ſo plainly. for itſelf, Nos 
I aſſert, thai the ſprinkling of the water of purificay 
tion, did net complete the purification; hut only 
| ſeparated the perſon ſprinkled, for the purification. 
Alt was ſprinkled. in token, that the perſon was 


unclean. until waſted ; which waſhing, was effec- i 


ted by dipping, or bathinig in the water. v. 19,— 
To preve that the ſprinkling of this water could 
not be the aleanſing circumſtamce, we will juſt read 
v. 21. He that fprinileth the' water of ſeparation 
Shall waſh his cleaths,. and he that toucheth the water 
| of /eparation ſhall: be unclean until even. Strange 
indeed, that that very water, which had an effect 
to make a d-an perſon that only touched it umclean, 
ſhould, when ſprinkled upon an wndean perſon, 
make him claun, add be the very circumſtance that 
pleted His purification h Is it probable, Sir, that 
this was the caſe I am perſuaded then, that im 
Ezek, xxxvi. 25, the Lord put a gart for the-whole yi 
and repreſented the whole purification, by'that part 


(3 » 7 
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people had of being cleanſed. Q. D. That he would _ 


„ convince them of fin, and lead them to the 
 */ountgin opened, the goſpel method of purification. ? 
And it is clear alſo, that the Apocryphal writer 

alluded to the wafhing ſpoken of above, and called 

i baptiſin.—I now, in my turn, * call on the ju- 
& gjcious reader, to weigh” theſe remarks . in 
the halance of candor.” And I doubt not, they 
will ſpeak for themſelves, without the concur- 
yence* of Cyprian, Tilemis, or Peter Martyr. 
Fhank God, we have a more ſure word of pro- 
phocy, to dare we do well to- * heed... 7 


\ Brown the, ns ah I hope it appears, 
that the woſhring of regeneration, and the waſhing 
of water ly the word, &c. do not favour ſprink= 
ling, We do not maintain however, (nor does 
Dr. S.) that all waſhing. muſt neceffarily be by 
_ dipping. We do not ſuppoſe Abvo, to be of that 
determinate -fipnification: that Barigo is. Tis ſuffi- 
cient for us, that o/ dinarily it implies dipping; and 
that, whenever it has a relation: to baptiſm, it al- 
ways and neceſſarily includes the idea of immer- 
. fron —The wounds of Paul and Silas might be 
waſhed, by medicinal preparations applied to them; 
and yet, when Auanias ſaid to Paul Act xxii; 16. 
Aue hd be baptiſed, and waſh ou ch TH 


— 


' & 7 4 5 
the word Banlogrproves, that amn reſerst dipe 
ping. It is probable alſo that the feet of the Prieſts 
were dipped, in certain lavers or baſons proper for 
waſhing them. 1 Kings, vii. 38, 40,—Asito the 
quotation from-Athana/ans. (tho' I hardly think ſo 
| weak, and comparatively- recent an authority, 
worth explaining, yet) Mr. D. cannot be igno- 
rant, that the particle d often fignifies and; and 
the meaning of this paſſage might be, that, tho” the 
unclean bathed their bodies in the water, they did 
not ſuffer them to continue ſo long under 
the water, as they found neceffary in order to ex- 
tract the uncleanneſs out of their garments, (4) 1 
don't know how perſons (the whole of whoſe bo- 
dies. was reckoned. unclean) - could conveniently 
waſh their bodies, without going into the water. 
nis I obſerve, not having, Athanafous in my 
Kbrary ; and rather relying upon Mr. D's quota- 


tion. In which perhaps I pay him too great = 


compliment. For his quotation from Jullin Mar- 
ir is miſerably deficient, and another inſtance of 
* nen If he had quoted fin 

. Nad 


"4p The grammayians, dich the "INE? Ph 
<< remark a difference between awe and x,? ant 
% punteys that uu is ſpoken. of the whole body 
* raven. Of. garments and cloatha; and waluy of the 
« hands.” Parkbarf; Lexicons in verdum * 


— 
- „ 
: g 47 ' , 
- 


wholly, he would have told us that he ſaid, 
Their Dæmons, hearing this waſhing foretold 
« by the Prophets, obliged thoſe who entered 
« their temples to ſprinkle themſelves—and at laſt 
to be entirely waſhed.” (r) —That is, they 
firſt of all mimicked the Fewiſh ceremony of 
Jprinkling, and. afterwards the Chriftian-ordinanee 
of baptiſm by dipping. For that 7«/tin knew of 

no baptiſm but by immerſion, is clear from other 
' paſſages of the ſame Apology. And yet, à mutilated 
quotation is all the authority produced by Mr. D. 
for his affertion, that, by the word vorlegen, Tuſtin | 
oP 9 It was a pity to waſte paper in 
_ 


* 
* 
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© (r) The reader, who has not ability or inclination 
to conſult the original, may ſee this, and other paſſages 
of the Fathers relating to baptiſm, fairly tranſlated in 
Barker's Duty, Circumſtances, and Benefits of Baptiſm 
Printed for White. Tho” do not agree with the Au- 
thor, in his idea of original fin and ſome other mate 
ters; yet I believe his quotations from the Fathers, as 
far as I have been able to examine them, honeſt and | 
candid. Vid. p. 63. for the above paſſage of Jui 
tin I muſt add here, that, fince the above note was 
penned, I have Het with this Apolagy of Juſtin Martyr; 
and find, upon conſulting the paſſage Mr. D. has 
quoted in the Rejoinder p. 200. that after the word 
ardexowla;, where Mr. D's quotation ends, Tufin adds, 
me 25 ee Fe 128 cabin . ; 
k ** 66 oy 
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expatiating fo long; on ſo in. founded a erticiſn, 

We paſs on to p. 202.—On the words diverſe 
waſhings, Heb. ix. 1 Mr. D. willing to put the 
worſt conſtruction upon the words of his oppo- 
nents, ſuppoſes the replier's candor rather than his 
memory to fail, when he ſaid, he did not remember 
that the Moſaic ſprinklings are called waſhings. 75 
As he profeſſes to jog his anſwerer's memory in re- 
gard to theſe waſhings, I beg leave to obſerve, that 
we have juſt: now proved, the ſprinkling of the 
water of - ſeparation cannot be one of theſe waſh- 
ings ; and that the heart ſprinkled from an evil con- 
ſcience is not ſynonymous, to what John ſtiles be- 
ing waſhed | in * bleed Y the Lamb, &c. I beg 


leave 


þ — — 


* And alſo, as they went, they waſhed the ahl body, 
« before they approached the ſacred places.” juſtini 
Martyris opera, Ed. Colon, Ann. 1686 p. 94-95» 
This Father proceeds alſo, after the above cited paſ- 
fſage, to relate other rites, which the heathens borrowed 
from the O/d-Teftament, ſuch as the putting off their 
Heuer i in the temple, which, he ſays, the prieſts did in 
imitation of Mo/es.— After this detection (and many 
more) of Mr. D's. diſingenuous method of managing 
the diſpute, I appeal to the reader, whether he is not 
a -controvertiſt, the Baptiſts ought to deſpiſe, rather 
than maintain adiſpute with? For my own part, af- 
ter theſe ſpeciwens of. his genius, 1 will not promiſe, 
that 1 ſhall in future, give any of his works a reading. 
—l fear my time would be ill-ſpent in the peruſal. 


— 


leave to obſerve alſo, that the Lqper was not aftu< 
ally cleanſed, when the blood was ſprinkled upon 
bim; but only declared to be cured of the diſorder; 


—— — ——-— — 2 — — a7 > oe 22 _ 
1 
f 
* 
* 


. he e kave »— 


1 


62 ) 


and a perſon that might be conſidered as actually 
cleanſed, after he had gone thro” the ceremony 
of waſbing-—Thkis is clear from Lev. xiv. 8. where 
the Lord ſpeaking of the Leper, after the blood = 


vas ſprinkled upon him, fill repreſents him as a 
perſon yet to be claanſed, and to be made clean. 
The day for pronouncing him uaily rn 


Was not till the eigbib after the ſprinkling of blood, 
nor till the ceremony of waſhing was gone thro? : 
See verſes 11, 17, 20. So that Mr. D. has rather 
proved himſelf deficient in argument, than his 
opponents in candor, But here he takes up Dr. 

S. for ſaying, that Jiapogeu Bamnriouas may ſignify 
various d:ppings or bathings, and not include /prink- 


| ding, Now as it appears that thoſe ſprinklings; 
in which Mr. D. ſuppoſes the Jewiſh cleanſings | 


to conſiſt, were not what he would maintain 


them to be, but only preparatory to the cleanſing, + ; 


which cleanſing was by bathing z then it is equally” | 
clear, that the Apoſtle could nat mean thoſe ſprink- 


lings, but the bathings, by the diverſobaptiſmsin this 


text.—If I underſtand Mr. D's reaſoning on this 


paſlige, he inſiſts, p. 205. that Jia$dgoig muſt fig- . 


nify a diverſity in the modes of waſhing.— But to 
with 
ſom 


bottle pale wherein Barben ever ſignifies 


_ 6ther and plainer texts, that it ſignifies" ſpronkling, © 


8 
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other mode of waſhing than dipping. = 
then, we cannot help concluding, that Mr. D. 
and not Dr. S. begs the queſtion, For if in other 
places the word implies immerſion," then it is moſt 
natural to underſtand it here, of dippings on vori- 
ou acctunti; and if Mr. D. has a proved, from 


then, he begs the. queſtion, by building an argu- 
ment on this text, wich (as Dr. F. well obſerves) 
<« determines nothing either fide.” —It was Mr. 
Addington, and not Dr. S. who abſurdly intro- | 
duced the doctrine of genus and ſpecies into his 


argument. It ſerved to confuſe, not Muſtrate, : 


And tho' Dr. S. has ſufficiently refuted 
A's concluſion from Rom. xii. 6, he does not 
pretend to-eſtabliſh any thing in favour of i immer- 
ſion from thence ; but declares the queſtion to 
be in ſtatu quo. — However I will venture to | 
that there is no fuch abſurdity, in ſpeaking of Vas 
rious kinds of dippings, as Mr. D. declaims about, 
For as there may be different kinds of preaching, 
doctrinal preaching, practical preaching, preaching | 
on different occaſions, &c. in the genus preecing z, 
ſo there may be 4: Ferent dippings; dipping of "as 
feet, dipping of the hands, dipping of the whale _ 
boch, dipping on divers occaſions, &c. ineluded i in 
. ee di Wige — In like manner, there may be 
80 4 | dith t | 
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diffrent kinds of ſowing ; as ſowing with-the hand, 
and./ewing with a drill plugb, ſowing in a fraight- 


15 line, and ſowing in crooked lines ; ſowing on, and 
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and ſowing, beneath, the ſurface of the earth. 
Mr. D's. ridicule of Dr. S, p. 20). returns then 
on himſelf, For (While he produces the com- 
mand, Lev, xix. 19. not to ſow with mingled . 
ſeed, and ſuppoſes Dr. 8, would have made ſow- 
ing upon different occaſions, a violation of this 
command) he has made di ferent ſeed to be the ſpe- 
cies of the genus ſawing... A miſtake that diſcovers, 


5 30 very accurate acquaintance with what the 
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e Logicians call differentia,” p. 204. The quo- 
- tation from Pele, proves only that Mr. Poole was an 
advocate for ſprinkling; and that we knew belore, 


I come now to a paſſage, in which if Mr, D ), 
Had not told us, that he ſpoke ironically, I ſhould 
_ Have thought him too angry to entertain a jeſt, 
' Yet I do not wonder he is ſo; for ludicrous as is. 
the note he refers to, it is ſo juſt 4 repreſentation. 
of the neceſſary inferences, from Mr, D's fancied: 
r{ſemblance between cirgameiſion and baptiſm, that 
Im not ſurpriſed he. is irritated, —But wheſe is. 
the picture exhibited . Not of the Baptiſts ; for 
they never talk of baptiſm and circumciſiog bear- 
ing any reſemblance. The picture is Mr. D's own, 
And the note ſerved as the glaſs to diſcover all its, 
| fratures,—ln vain does he endeayour to evade 


ſoꝛcing an analogy to bear a9 univerſal "reſemblance, 


between being, buried in water, and buried in the 


the reſt of the body, are under, the water, the per- 


once into it. But there. is no more reſemblance be- 
tween circumciſion and baptiſm, (or what Mr. . 


1 bi 


2 ri 


the 6ght by mw « Tris no neceſſiry that ans: © 


_ « Togies ſhould bear an univega reſemblance,” ps 


212; ; for there is a material difference, between, þ 


and finding an analogy where there is no - 
lance at all. The rule of Quintillian i is, that an | 
analogy ſhould refer to ſome bkenefy ; Ut ad abs 


. quid fnile referat} (ij 80 thare is a reſemblancs 


earth, In both caſes, the perſon. is buried. And 


I hope you will acknowledge, tho? Mr. D. may 


not, that when. the « head-and Poulders”, vith 


ſon is buried in the. ** watery grave,” Ip. 210, 
as really as when the whole body is. under the 
earth, it is actually buried in the earth, tho per- 
haps the feet might have deſcended firſt into the 
grave. Nor does there need lo <* * univerſal a reſem- 
ance” between baptiſm and a bygial, as that 4] 
baptiſed ſhould. be carried above the water, 
then, (according to aur Author) plunged all os 


calls ſo) than between a man's. cutting his fingers 
and waſbing las or Wu * methods. of 


- '& Quintilliani opera, Edit. Gibſon, page 396 oat 
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celebrating the paſſover, og adminiſtring the 
Lord's-ſupper; the former of which (we have al- 


p ready obſerved, and 1 am glad Mr. D. allows 


here) affords no direction for the external obſer- 


vance of the latter However, 1 admire Mr. D's 


| Prudential. manner, of opening his remarks upon 
this hore ,—When the Gentlemen of the faculty Cane 4 
not comprehend a diſorder, we are told they call 
it nervous ; the Engliſh of which is, that they de 
- not inderfland it. ''S0 Mr. D. unable, and there- 
fore detlining, to reply ſolidly to the note before- 
mentioned, ſets out with calling it 12/5 (turpe 
A.. nn, it muſt de acknowledged, is at leaſt 


a canning' way of diverting the attention of his 
| leaders. But why does not Mr. D. honeſtty tell 


them what circumcifion was, and wherein the 


3 Feſemblance he contends for is? Or if, as Lynwood 


fays, the head is the principal part, why the all- 


| viſe God, who. ordained circumciſion, did pot 


(with greater 0 delicacy” on Mr. D's principles} 
appoint it to be applied to ſome part of the head ? 


Or, at leaſt, if he ordained that baptiſm ſhould be 
dy fprinkling, why he did not particularly /pecify 
the head, as the part to be fprinkled ? For the 

Lord's-ſupper, we have particular directions; but 


concerning this ſprinkling, we are left totally in 


| the dark it ſeems.— But I have done with the con- 


WD. that Mr. Bt 


} 
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might alſo have Joie with? it, and not PRO him. 

ſelf.—I ſhalt only add therefore, that it is imma» 

terial to the public, who penned the note, p. 213. 
and that no one has reaſon to be aſhamed of it, 
except the Gentleman who occaſioned it, by expa- 
tiating ſo largely on the divinely inflituted rite cir- 
tuncifin, and its reſemblance to baptiſm, I mean, 
: the Vicar of st. Alkmond's | in Shrewſbury. 1 


As Mr. D. is fo e ſorry, p. 216. © ty 
<< divert his reader, from the principal ſubje& in 
« debate, by drawing off his attention for a mo- 
« ment,” either to his own vindication or that 
of his friend, I ſhall not tire you with many re- 
-marks on the five pages following. And it is the 
Jeſs neceſfary, as Mr. D. by inſiſting that his re- 
plier has mangled Leigh mach more than himſelf, 
confeſſes he has mangled him ſome. And whatever 
#fſurances Mr. D. may think proper to give his 
more diſtant readers, of the judiciouſneſs* and 
4e piety” of his anonymous friend”, I'm miſta- 
ken if his reputation is not of that notoriety in 
Shrewſbury, as to render all diſpute about him ri- 
diculous.— But does not Mr. D. fall into the miſ- 
take he has juſt reproved, (of inſiſting on analogies 
bearing an uni ver ſal reſemblante”) in his paren- 
' theſis at the top of p. 217 ? Why may not the 
ſeripture call baptiſm a waſhing, without the bap+ 
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(49) 
tized continuing in the water, to waſh their bodiee, 
| in order to fulfil the meaning of the ordinance ? 
| It Mr. D. inſiſts, that à few drops ſprinilad arp 
_ lufficient, then a,ferzieri, to be put under the wa- 
der and raiſed up again are ſufficient ; and I may | 
add; are ſcriptural, notwithſtanding his inelegant 
Phraſe of ** popping under. —1 have already ex- 
plained, how conſiſtent it is wich our principles, 
to admit that Baaligo is ſometimes uſed for a par- 
aa dipping of the body; and therefore, how un- 
ceaſanable Mr. D's triumph, p. 221. For ſup- 
aſe the | Jews. did not dip their whole bodies every 
day in water, yet they muſt have dipped their 
hands when they waſhed them auyun, to the wriſt 
a8 Dr. Lightfoat thought; or to the elbow, as TB. 
phyla? and others have aſſerted. —I don't think 
myſelf concerned, to contend for the ſenſe of Gnal, 
an the ſtory of Elijab and Elia. For, tho' I 
believe Dr. Gals has fully proved, by paſſages ad- 
duced (p. 155 of his Reflections) that it often ſig- 
nifies for, and may have that fignification in this 
place ( ** contrary to the Latin ſuper, and the ſep» 
5. ruagint Greek, which renders it vmsg xapas,” 
| for I do not ſuppoſe the hiſtorian to have been 
guided by either of theſe words, when he penned 
the Hebrew word) yet I cannot ſee any reaſon, 
for ſtrenuouſly maintaining that fignification, 
Let upon be ſuppoſed the right arandlation, and 
WE £19 : what 
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what then ? It is ſurely very unfair to argue be 
cauſe the ſervant of an old max poured water abn. 
his 's hands, therefore it was cuſtomary for 
ell perſons to waſh their hands the ſame way. It 
would be juſt as good argument for a toreigner to 
_ fay, becauſe old men in England ſometimes uſe 
_ erutches, therefore to go upon crutches is the pre- 


 valling faſhion in Eng/and.—Mr. D. quotes from 


Dr. Wall eri rodag Luke vii. 44. as another intima- 
tion of affuſion in the Jewith waſhings, p. 222. 
But, beſides that eri often ſignifies for, as our 
Tranſlators have rendered it, our Lord's own 
practice determines that it does not ſignify apon the 
| feet, For when he wathed the feet of his diſciples; 
he firſt poured water into a ba/on; and there is this 
feaſon for thinking, that he put the feet of his 
diſciples into this baſon when he waſhed them, 
that it is the only convenient way of wathing them. 
Indeed, to put the hands and feet into water, in 
order to waſh them, is ſo natural a practice, that 
I wonder there ſhould be any controverſy about 
it.— Perhaps it may come to be diſputed, ſome - 


time or other, whether the Jews wiped their hands 


and feet after waſhing; or rey _ en 9=teg 
evaporate of its own "accord?" 9s 


| 1 then we eee, ——— 
Mark vi 4 means, waſhing tbe hands, Mr. Da 


# 


„ 
in get nothing by ſuch a conceſſion. For 


Mill Barigo ſignifies to dip; and, when appli- 
ed to the ordinance: of baptiſm, to dip or bu- 
1 the whole body in water. — However, there 


s reſon to believe, that by Barlevda more 


is meant than merely waſhing the hands. For 

otherwiſe, the 4th. verſe muſt be a needleſs 

_ repetition of the 3d. and, according to Mr, 
_ ©'s view, they muſt run thus. The Pha- 
© riſees and all the Jews, except they ab 
their bands rwyun eat not, holding the traditi- 
on of the Elders.: and when they come from 
the market, except they waſh their hands, 
they eat not. When it was ſaid juſt be- 
fore, that except they waſh their hands. rνE“m 
they eat not (i e. never did eat without waſhe 
ing their hands, } where was. the propriety of 
again particularly ſpecifying, that when they came 


from market: they alſo waſhed their hands? If - 


wile and Bange in theſe verſes mean. one and 
the ſame thing, it was a needleſs tautalogy in 
the Epangelifl (I do not remember. him. to be 
called an Apefle p. 219.) thus to deſcend from 
generals to particulars. There is all the reaſon 
in tlie world therefore ta believe, that waſhing 
of a more extenſive nature was meant here. 
And tho' the Evangelift does not fay, with 
1. D. that they waſhed thus - every dayr be- 
fore 


499 
fre dinner but whin thiy came from mar 
jet (Which in ſome cafes might be only once 4 
week”) yet we have the authority of Tertullian, 
that in his time, they waſhed all their bodies 
daily. For he tells us, that © tho' the Jews 
* dai) wath every part of the body, yet they 
are never clean.” (r) It was not wonderful then, 
that the Phariſee Luke xi. 38. admired, that a per- 
fon ſo profeſſedly ſtrict as Jeſus, ou pa Gar- 
hen, was not firſt dipped, before he fat down to 
dinner; having but juſt come from a great con- 
courſe of people, and having poſſibly, according 
to the Jewiſh notion, contracted ſome defile- | 
' ment.— The quotation from Dr. Patack i in op- 
poſition. to this, has very little weight. For, 
beſides | that it contradicts the facred text, the 
Doctor's 8 are from Maimonides and 
others, who lived a thouſand years or more 
after Chriſt, and can at moſt determine, only 
what mode of ablution was in ufe about f- 
ven hundred years ago; not what in the days of 
our Lord. Mr. D depending upon fach au- 
thorities, reminds me of what he ſtiles, p. 225. 
<« Huge incredibilities, which common ſenſe can- 
« not digeſt, and yet which with party pre- 
„ judice go Gown” 25 =o as abſolute certain- 
.“ bl 0 | From 
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00 Tertull, 2 oratiaue cap. 2. p. 133 Edit, 
ar, 1675. 
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From waſhings of the perſon, the Author pro- 
ceeds p. 224. to the waſhing of other things, 
| Being aſked a plain queſtion, 4 Who ever walh- 
« cd, pots or cups without putting them into 
« water?” He anſwers, that the Jews did. 
And his proof of this ſtrange poſition, is one 
of the moſt laughable I have ever met with. 
Our Lord reprimanded the Jews. faying, Matt, 
ne Ye make clean the outfide of the 
cup, and of the platter, but tuithin they are 
© full of extortion and exceſs.” From hence 
Mr. D. concludes, that the Jews, literally ſpeal- 
ing, never waſhed the inſide of their veſſels, but 
only the outfide, and produces the Greek in con- 
firmation of his opinion, So. that, according to 

| him, ©* if the carcaſe of 2 mouſe or any other 
unclean animal” had fallen into their cups, they 
would have_cleanſed- only the out/ide. And he 
ſneers at every body who. afſerts. the contrary, 
This is plainly the reaſoning of p. 224. Hg 
repeats it alſo p. 225. That they did not 
« plunge their cups &c.” but only waſhed the 
aut; and I think it is a ſpecies of argumen- 
tation, of which it would be ridiculous. to at- 
tempt a confutation.— I need not inform you 
Sir, that, by waſhing the ozz/ide of the cup and 
platter, our Lord did not mean to reprove the 

- Jews" for a defect in eee of cleanlineſs 
: . 


if "Fr ) 


{ they were perhaps too nice in that 'particulat?] 

but for the over-acted pains they took, to cleanſe 
their bodies, the -outfide of the man, whilt their 
fouls, the in/ide, were neglected, So it is ex- 
plained, Luke xi. 39. Now db ye Phari- 
« ſees. make clean the ande of the cup amt 
« platter, but yeur- inward part is full of raven- 
« ing and wickedneſs.” q. d. As a dirty per- 
* ſon. would waſh the ont/ide only of a veſſel, 
4% and ' overlook the in/ile ; ſo ye waſh your 
** bodizs, and forget your ſouls.” I ſubmit Mr. 
D's expoſition and my own to your candor. 
For the uſual method of - waſhing pots, (&oay, 
a kind of veſſel, containing about a pint and 
half, ſays Meiſtein) tho” I do not admire Mr, 
D's reference, p. 224. which is rather low, yet 
I have this day aſked my ſervant the queſtion; 
and uninſtructed previouſly ſhe anſwered, That 
« plunging into water is the only method, by 
s which ſuch a veſſel can be properly cleanſed ; 
and that ſne never knew ſuch a' veſſel to be 
$ cleanſed, by ſimply pouring water upon it, 
* or in any other way than what implied dip- 
5s ping, in all rhe courſe of her practice, tho? 
& ſhe has been a ſervant many years.“ But, 
fays. Mr. D. Is it probabſe that their brau- 
4 zen veſſels were ever immerſed ? p. 224. Lan- 
1 It is. * — is no greater difficuli 
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w. in waſlüng a brazen, than — ad 
— "The particular brazen-weſſe/s that were dipped, 
the Evangeliſt does not indeed tell us; bur 
only of the baptiſm of ran veſſels ; by which 
N he might mean all, or only ſome in common 
ll uſe ; and, that ſome, were waſhed. daily, and 
| others only upon extraordinary | octafions.—But 
Mr. D. to paint the ſuppoſition as monſtrous,” 
1 inſiſts that. theſe. veſſels were often ſo large, 

| « 28 to contain a ſort of reſervoir for the pur- 


4c poſe of waſhing other furniture.” —And wil 
4 it follow, that if they were oſten, therefore they 
] | were always fo large? Or if dipping- the large 
ones is improbable, is dipping the mall like- 
nt | wiſe? —But where after all is the monſtrous 
difficulty, of dipping a large braſs-pan i wa- 
ter? For the word e furnace.” I obſerve is not 
the word of. the ſcripture, but a convenient in- 
ſertion of Mr. D's own manufacture, —** Did 
| [ 4 the Jews waſh their beds or tables by immer- 
=_ ſion is another interrogation, Our Tranſſa- 
bi tors render M a table. Mr. D. thinks he 
knows better than his Reverend Fathers, and 
his, railing note to p. 225. is A charge againſt» 
the - Tranſlators of << ſupporting the intereſts of 
bigotry. But ſuppoſing it to ſignify tables, he 
maintains it incredible, that every family could 
have water ſufficient to dip a table; tho! a few. 


veſſels were © often made large, for waſhing othey 
« furniture,”—1 add, that Peruſalem ren 
many pools, and Julia was . u land of brooks of. 


<< water, of fountains and depths ſpringing out 
e valleys and hills, Deut. viii, 7; and that mo-' 


 dern practice (not adhering to Jewiſh ſuperſtitions)” 


is no clew for inveſtigating the mode the Jews 


adopted, of waſhing their tables.—Or if, as he 


inſiſts, aun ſignifies 2 couch, how could a couch be 


waſhed, without being put inte water? Would” 
the water of purification cleanſe it? No, This 
ſprinkling was merely preparatery to the waſhing 3 
af the unclean thing in water; and Mr. D. b 6 
been already told, from Lev. xi. 32. that every . 


thing unclean whether tin or ſack was to be put 
into water. To this he replies, that the Jewiſh" 
_ waſhings in the goſpel, were the. «* reſult of their 
own ſupetſtitions,” p. 226, And ſo they might 


| be, for ſuperfliticus reaſons, and yet the form the 


ſame that the law enjoined But they laid a 
ce the commandment of God, and held the era, 
<« /itions of men,“ p. 226, True. Our Lord 
informs us, Mark vii. 9, 10. that they laid ade 
moral duties, and multiplied ceremonial obſervances * 
but not that they changed the ſerm of the legal 
waſhings, —Nor is it a fair conſequence, becauſe | 
certain raum and i iron veſſels * * 2 parti 
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eular decaſion, to paſs through the fire, * there= 

fore they were not afterwards. to be waſhed in wa- 
ter. The application of the water of purification, 
ordained Num. xxxi. 23. was an implicit command 
for putting them into water; and Mr. D. ought 
to have told us from the ſame verſe, that thoſe 
veſſels that could not abide the fire. were to paſs 
\ through the water.——W here therefore the con- 
© traditory coalition” is, which he parades about 
I cannot- perceive; unleſs that Mr. D. contra- 
dis himſelf by afferting, (1) That the la waſh- 
ings were by ſprinkling; and (2) That the Phari- 
 faical waſhings were a laying. aſide of the command. 
ment of God, p. 226. and yet were by ſþrindling. 
80 it ſeems,, the. Lord commanded ſprinkling, 
and the Phariſees contradicted that andy 
Printing. N © 


"There i is 2 Jeſuitical maxim, very convenient | 
for the wrong fide of a debate, Throw all the 
| « dirt you can, perhaps ſoms will flick,” — As the 
reply followed Mr. D. paragraph by paragraph, 
there could be no deſigned i irreverence in what he 
ſo uncharitably animadverts upon, p. 227. nor 
has he really ſuch an apprehenſion (for even Mr. 

P. ſpeaks, Letter, p. 18. in a ludicrous manner 
of Chriſt as | dipped in blood) but. rather-a deſire of 


Saane his . who cannot quote one of 
his 
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His « own expreſſions, but, in his preſent e 
it is imputed to irreverence. Perhaps indeed he 
thinks there is ſomething riſible, in the phraſe 
% grumous clots;” and if ſo, he, not his replier, 
was to blame for inſerting it. To come to the 
reaſoning ; the plain meaning of our Saviour's 
being baptized in ſufferings is, that he was over 
whelned in them, The bloody ſweat at every 
pore, ſuggeſts the idea of his whole body covered 
with blood; and Mr. D. acknowledges, that his 
human ſoul was everwhelmed. in diſtreſs, p. 229. 
Elf the prophet Iſ. Ixiii. 3. © accommodates 
( the term ſprinkling, to the e227 of the Redeem» 
er's ſufferings and conqueſts; that is a conſi- 
deration p-/erior. to the ſufferings themſelves, of 
which laſt only we are now ſpeaking. With this 
opinion do the quotations. alſo. from Gregory, 
Bede, and Scultetus agree; for they e alone 

4 the . of our Lord's . 'Þ 


3. 
Let us 1 then, to Mr. D's fourth woll- 
cation of the word Barigo, p. 230. don't know 
any of the Baptiſs who have ſuppoſed 1 Cor. x. 
2. to be a text, on which great ſtreſs might be laidz 
nor did they urge it for immerſion, till the other 
fide, contrary. to the expreſs words of ſcripture, tors 
tured it in favour of ſprinkling, —[t was rather con · 
adered as a 3 text 3 and the Bapti/s do not 
think 


. *7 '34 ') | 
think it good hic, to rd alien from | 


Murotius premiſes. But whe” Mr. Addington 
_ talked of the Hraelites being fprinkled with a 
_ 4.copious ſhower'of raſa ;** it was proper t6 re- 


mind him, that the Iſraelites went thro' on dry 
land. Ex. xiv. 21. 21. 22. And when Mr. D. 
compared baptiſm by immerſion, which he con- 


feſſes was practiſed, to the drowning of the Egyp- 


tians in the Red-Sea; it was proper to remind 
him, of the unſeaſonableneſs of his. levity; and 
tell him, that, as the Egyptians were literally 


overwhelmed by the return of the waters upon 
them, ſo the Iſraelites were figuratively over- 


Whelmed, in the cloud and ſea, *Tis eaſy to ſee 
how the Iſraelites were ſurrounded by the water, 


' Covered above by the cloud, and yet on dry land. 


And when Mr. D. makes it out, that there is no 


 alifferetice; between Literal and figurative, his la- 
boured ſuppoſition, of a © ſtream divided from 


its natural channel, by an intervening wall &c.“ 
when; it is mere waſte of paper and print, —Mr. D. 


ſuppoſes the Ifraelites to have been © ſprinkled, 
© with ſome detached particles of the ſea,” p. 230. 


But ſuch detached particles could not have exiſted ; 


for the fea was as a wall,” Ex. xiv. 23. the 
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| ( 55 ) lhe 
were congealed in the heart of the ſea.” Ex. 

Xv. 8. (t)—Had it indeed, emitted ſuch detached 
| Particles, they could, at fartheſt, have ſprinkletl 
but the two extremities of the hoſt, not the whole 
army.—Or if it is inſiſted, that there was rain co- 
pious enough, to ſprinkle the whole. army; till 


it remains to be decided, how the Iſraelites went 


(not merely on terra firma, but) on dry land ? 
Mr. D. aſks * Whether a man may not he 
« ſprinkled with rain, and yet walk on dry land 
at the ſame time?” I anſwer, Not in England. 
On this fide of the channel, the ground is wet, 
when the copious ſhowers deſcend, —But Mr, Y. 


2 


is of Trinity-College, Dublin. T ? 
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(1) In ſupport of this argument, it will be proper 
to obſerve, that Chereb, the very Hebrew word uſed 
"Exod. xiv. 21. to fignify dry land, is uſed Judges vis 
3. where Gidton prayed, that, as a token uf the pre 
ſence of God with him, the dew might fall upon the 
fleece of wool; and upon all the earth befide, it 
might be 4j. — It will further ſtrengthen the remark, 
That by the baptiſm of the Iſraelites in the Red-ſea, 
was meant fimply their paſſage thro? the cuvity of the 
water, to obſerve, that the Syriac verkon of 1. Cox. 
*. 2. parapbraſes ii. They were baptized bythe 
0%, and of Moſes in the cloud and in the ſea.” | Evi- 
dently referring to Pf. Nxvii. 20. "Thou jeddeſt 
thy people hike a flock, H id b of MY and 
' Aaron? | | | ; 


\ 
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The above remarks having ſufficiently refutad 


Mr. D's reaſoning on this text, will deſtroy his 


| particular application of it, p. 232.—How is the 


being in a dry part of the channel (i. e. I ſup- 
poſe a part which had once been overflown, but 


from which the water had receded, and ſo upon the 
verge of Jordan) properly ſaid to be in Jordan, 
and parallel to the Iſraelites being ſurrounded by 
the Red-ſea? Or does Mr. D. mean, by © ſome 
© dry part of the channel in which Jordan flowed,” 
that Jordan flowed i in that part of the channel, 

and yet it was ary? I aſk this queſtion, becauſe 
his words are fometimes too deep, for my capacity 
to penetrate into their exact meaning.—As" to 


the prepoſition in; no Baptiſt aſſerts, that it muſt 


neceſſarily include dipping. And yet, in ſome ca- 
ſes, it is a good collateral argument. For, while 
we maintain that Banks always fi gnifies to dip 
the whole body, it is very proper to aſk, © What 
«© buſineſs: had the people in Jordan, upon that 
« occafion, if they were not dipped in it? And 
whatever Mr. D. may pretend in the Ræjoinder, 
in his Letter, p. 21. he alſo thought it unneceſ- 
fary to go into Jordan, for the purpoſe of being 
Sein tblad, and joined the opinion of his lear ned 
and ; Ingenuous friend, M r. Jom Weſley, that the 
people ſtood or kneeled in ranks pon the edge of 
* * myſelf allo, ne Mr. H. 
þ would 


Wd 
would not have brought the inſtance of the bli nd 
man, ſent to · the pool of Siloam, in proof of (what 
nobody denies) the poſſihility of waſhing in water 
without being immerſed i in it, if he had reflecteg, 
that a different prepoſition is uſed in the two 

places he quotes. In Matt. iii. F. it is en, in John 
8 7. it 1s £i5; and the latter muſt imply, that the 
man went inte Siloam, or to Siloam; , and in 
either caſe, the paſſage does not anſwer Mr. D's 
end, tho” © uyai may fignify a partial waſhing,” 10 


2&4 certain Author tells us, 44 That when 4 
« oratify a private appetite, it is reſolved upon, 
« that an innocent and helpleſs creature ſhall be 
40 ſacrificed, it is an eaſy matter to pick up ſticks 
c enough from any thicket, to make a fire to offer 
« it up with.“ (f) And I may add, when it is 
reſolved to raiſe doubts. againſt a particular ſtery, 
objections - ſpring up like muſhrooms, from 
the diſaffection of the mind, and each pleads 
frongly for its * rationality,” p. 2 33- But the 
clamor of the whole amounts to no more, than 
that the objector wiſhes the ſtory not to de 
true, —Mr. D's reflections, p. 234. favour to 
much of an dA o admit the plain 

| narration 
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) Enficld's Speaker, p. 87. 
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Narration of the Bible. Tho“ vat numbers 
were baptized by John the Bapriſt, we are not 
told how long he was in baptizing them. And 
there is nothing in the hiſtory to lead us to think, 
that there was not tim enough for him alone, 
to dip all whom he baptized, without injuring his 
** /irength”*,—He was not confined to a day, or 
a month, or perhaps twelve months. —And, re- 
TpeQiing the baptiſm of the three thoufand, Acts ii. 
when Mr. D. objects to there being ſeventy dif- 
eiples preſent, beſides the twelve Apoſtles, he for- 
gets the command of Chriſt, Acts i, 2. That 
e they /hould not depart from Feruſalem;” and that 
| al the diſciples conſidered this command as reach- 

ing them, and did abide in Jeruſalem, to the 
Number ( women included) of one hundred and 
twenty, v. 15. What greater proof would Mr. D. 
have, of their being together upon the day of 
pentecoſt As then they were all with one actord 
on that day, Acts ii. 1. there is nothing in- 
& credible” or * abſurd,” to men of plain ſenſe, 
Ft them be (to uſe our Author's genteel expreſſion) 
of what kidney” they may, in dividing the ad- 
miniſtration amongſt eighty tuo perſons ; for we 
know, that all the diſciptes baptized as well as 
| preached. And this brings the number to about 
thirty ſeven for each. Any man, of common 
 Arength and alertneſe, might dip the thirty ſever 
| in 
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in two FS | And if Mr. D. will "not ſtd, 1 
will hazard another remark. If it is ſo mon- 

| ftroufly abſurd and incredible,“ that twelve 
adminiſtrators could dip three thauſand in a day, 
it is not much #5 ſo, that twelve could ſprinkle ſo 
many. For when to the time neceſſary for ſprink- 
ling, is added that for repeating the words of the 
the inflitution over each perſon, it will fall very 
little fhort of that for dipping each.— They who 
have lern baptiſm adminiſtered, will agree that x 
may be done, in almoſt the time it mf? take to 
ſprinkle, And rhe incredibility of ſprinkling three 
thouſand, is very nearly the ſame with that of dip · 


ping them; (2) unleſs Mr. D. admits the eighty - 
17000 dminiftrators, or can prove that the twelve 


= Apoſtles ſptinkled theſe converts, as I have ſeen 
A late Bimop confirm 184 and gt, by Half 4 
dozen at a time. 


But Mr. D. cihecte not only the — 
but immede/ly and indecency of immerſion. And 
placing this objection aer that of incredibility, 
he reminds me of what I once heard a celebrated 
Romo wee dun a For afembly, « My 

Lords, 
rr 

0 Eſpecially if to Printing, they added the cere- 
mony (a /criptaral or un/eriptural ceremony it muſt be) 

* Aigning with * An 7 the croſs, 
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% Lords, fach an adſurdity never before 3 
into the mind of man. . Nay, . My Logs, 
« the laws have expreſsly provided againſt it.”'— 
It diverted the noble audience, that the laws had 
erpreſily provided again/} an ce, which never 
before entered into the mind of man, And it was 
.equally ſuperfluous to urge its immode/ty, againſt a 
fact, juſt before pronounced incredible. But 
let us attend to the immodefly, with which dip 
ping ſo many is charged. Mr. D. ſays, it would 
have. been indecent to baptize them ** nak 
And io we ſay too; nor do we think it was the 
caſe.—Mr. D. ſuppoſes, the people were . poor.” 
And they muſt have been miſerably poor, to come 
all the way they did, with no more cloaths than 
they carried upon their backs, and no friends to 
help them upon this occaſion. Why does not he 
aſk alſo, how they got food. But, it ſeems, they 
muſt have © dreſſed and undreſſed promi ſcu- 
« aufly;” which would have been . equally in- 
cc convenient and indelicate.” No doubt it would, 
had it happened ſo. But if there were no houſes. 
near, it is incredible; that, in a. country where 
tents were uſed, there could be ſo great a number 
hearing John, and no tents for refreſhment. And 
if there were tents, why not ſome, in which the 
men, and others the women dreſſed and undreſſed ? 


And what then becomes of the ludicrous ſuggeſ= 
| | tion. 
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tion, of their dreſſing and undreſſing promife' 

4 exouſly 9” The multitude converted on the | 
day of Pentecoſt, might alſo have been baptized | 
in Betheſda, where the porches were ſo conveni- 
ent for dreſſing and undreſſing.— This however 
is too fair an opportunity, for Mr. P. to forget to 

abuſe the Baptiſts, on the article of decency.— Ac- 
cordingly, he begins with telling us of ſome, who 
baptized . naked,” and were called . Adamites. — 
Who theſe were I know not; (w)) and I ima- 
gine; the Baptiſts have no more communion 
with them, than Mr. D. would be thought to 
have communion with 'a perſon, who, in the 
morning, gravely appears in church at a che ihlening; | 
and, in the evening, crowns the ſolemnity by 
getting drunk, or leaving a bafiard to the Pariſh.” 

But Mr. O. will not allow, that the promiſ- 
cuous bathings of our modern watering- places, 
« are 'frietly defenſible,” tho? the perſons ate 
cloathed. And yet theſe bathings are practiſed by 
people of all ranks, kad ale ſtrict virtue and mo- 
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( Iam carpriſed indeed, to find in v Winfur on 
the Covenantr, (Book 4th. ch. 16. v. 14) an opinion 
of us, and others,“ That in antient times," in 
*. which candor and ſimplicity flouriſhed more, the? 

« perſons to be baptized, were without any indecency, 


«© fripped naked.” But he repreſents it as an opinion 
ba. dilproved, 


( & ) 
deſty as our ſqueamiſh Author: yea by people 


who would look with indignatian, at his charge 


of immodeſty.— But after this I ſhall not won 


der, if he maintains it to. be indecent and tmmadeſl, 
to ft in church © promiſeurufly.” The practice 
of the Baptiſts, he ſays, is even more indecent 
than the promiſcuous bathings” beforementi- 
oned ; and then talks of women apparelled i in a. 


« ſingle” garment (their ſhifts only, 1 ſuppoſe 
he would inſinuate) -in a prblic place, and be- 


fore ſeveral ſpeftators, taken by a man, and 


& plunged head-over-ears,” p. 238.— Will Mr. D. 


kindly inform us,  zubo were the women, thus 
baptized in à (. ſingle garment?” I have baptized a 
few women myſelf, and have ſeen and heard of 
more; and I never ſaw or heard of any apparelled 


otherwiſe, than as conſiſtent with the laws of de- 


Cency, as at other times. I am poſitive Mr. D. 


cannot bring a ſingle fact to the contrary ; and 
ſeriouſly call upon him to reflect, that, for this 


and other /anderous imputations on the Baptifis, he 


muſt anſwer at the day of judgment.— But theſe 


women were, it ſeems, plunged in public,” 


& and before ſeveral ſpeators.” And what would 
fo generous an inſinuator have ſaid, if they bad 
been baptized. in private, and without any ſpec-" 
tators 1— Further, they were plunged <* by 4 man”. 
too, And where is the greater immodeſty of be- 

ing 
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ing plunged, than ſjrigbled by; © «man #” Mr, 
-D.., acknowledges that in ſome cales, immerkon 
was praftifed in the, Apoſtplic-age l And, did be 
"YE know it adminitersd, by wy . other” thay 

« g man?” —Of x. piegs, is what he Jaye cope 

ing; IE immerging women far advanced in their preg- 

| < nancy,” — Tho there are « caſes i in which immer- * 

fon would be dangerous, and it is better to defer 
the adminiſtration, and not, on the one hand, run 
the hazard of *inflant diath (note to p. 439) 
or, on the other, through an undue ſtreſs upon 

baptiſm, thange the ſeripttral-made + into whether 
very diſfirent; yet it is eaſy to prove, that the 
Fathers plunged even pregnant nen. And let 
me ask Mr. D. was the · baptiſm of the Lady he 
reſeis to, attended with thoſe tragiodl conſeqten« | 
ces, he is ſo vehement about “I have HO U 
ſhe acted voluntarily, and ep "proper advice! © 
And the event ; ſhewed ſhe was 7g br. For ht 
came duly to her “ dicumbiture;® p. 230. and was 
brought- very. ſafely thro her * detumbiture y! and 
J haye ſeen her very well fince her e Aft 3 
aud MI dare-pronounce;” that che perſons preſent 

at her baptiſm, faw no indecency therein; and Rat- 
ever frightfuf ehimeras, our Author's ' «nice fen- 

__ « farians*”. for ptegnant-women, may have ſage 
Kelten to him, any ſxcilful wife / will mars kim 

* oF * are groundlefs, I ſhall ſay nothing to © 

1 . . him 
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him about the. nature of chiſin, except that he 
| (ths. to Uiderſtand it 48 ba as, by his abuſive 
floöte, "ke appears to uriterſtand; of the difference 
bet wen the true principtes of 'phyjic, and the prin- 
er and that they ate the /ehiſmatics, 
d e traue in ſprinkling, with 
Siet Wii "and Unleripturnl innovation, in'the | 
itt; tot tile * vo, for conſcience "i, 
Went Kön it. 1 S 
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Are en ˙ο Mr. * n on * ee 
of the Dan, p. 243 the plain hiſtory. of 
which, an rechrded Acts Xvi, is (1) That the 
Failer being awakened ſprang into the priſon, v. 
"29. and (2) Phat he breanght Paul and Silas our of 
"the priſon, and en a{ked the queſtion, Fürs, b 
muſt Ele te be a, V. 30. (3) That, after the 
| _anſwer-tothis queſtion, Paul and Silas ſpake the 
word ofthe Lord unto the Jailor, and to all that 
Wee i bis houſe. . Conſequentiy, during this ſer- 
mon, they all were in ibe ,Failor's hoe. And 


© yet (4) allet the, Jeilor was baptized, he brougtit 


aul and Silas late his houſs, v1 34. Conſequently, 
when he Was baptized, he Was put of his 56560 — 
7 eee eee whether there was 

©” freſerveir of water: within the bounds of ho 
priſon; or they went wut to the river,” v zz. 

Lino che former is more than: probable, un less 
emen 


0 
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Þ: iti ge hey) 9 10 with: * . Had 1 
in this priſop. ) 1r is ſufficient for wy "purpoſe, zhat 
the Jalor being, while Pap! preached, / in his houſe, 
muſt, in order to be baytized, have gone out | 
His houſe; becauſe, after-he was baptized, he vent 
into his Houſe, v. 34. and he had no occaſton- 
go out'of his Houſe, to be baptized, if this vaptiſtn 
was adinitiſtered by Hindi D . "way ob- 
je to this account, p. 244. Thee Jattor 
and all His were baptized ate. . 33 33. 
But the 'foriner verſe dedfares," that they were hot 
kaptized' before the word was preached unto wem; 
nor, as this verſe Wirnellel, before the ſtripes of 
Pau and Silas bers wad! is thible them the 
better 0 80 through the 3dmifiifittion He may 
object, That it was done at nildtiight,"1T big 
Win not "difprove its beidf dente by pk. 
have miyfelf ſeeg Fapriſm very dandy idniibiſtere® 
at midnight, The perfecting irie r a (cerrdin | 
place rendered ir cer. An perhaps the me 
circumſtance, iogethet with the'ardor of the Jaitor's 
mind, mage 5 droper to be baptired immedi: 
ately, than to « poltporehr to tko nftiittg morn - 
ing. Mr. D. may heck, **'That the dolles ol 
the adminiſtrators were galted with che ſtripentbey 
« had received.” This cannot invalidatethe mattet 
ox fact. For (i) There was no abſolute rieviifity 


for 22 2 * 


„ 


tolet the water reach their wounds. They were 
: not alÞ tc to be Hane (a8. Mr. D. auen ex- | 
es, % < | head. over-ears. Ane (2) The Game” 
taith, a and ardor of ſoul, that excited Paul and Silas 
to fong in the Rocks, and preach, tho! galled with. 
8 and before their ſtripes were waſhed, Fa 28. 
uld have lead them to rilque ſome © pt lf 
ado command of their Lord. —And. (3) If | 
and: Silat ere enabled to preach, notwith- | 
rg their fripes, | and the very next morning 
0 0 part and ge . journay; there. is no reaſon to 
think, they put. themſelves into any 55 perl,” by | 
baptizing the, Jailer and his family; and the con- N 
_ trary, ↄbjections are frivolous, 1 ſhall got enter £ 
 paiticylarly ,cherefors, into the. long. confytation, 
(as (Mr. D. intends. it ſhould be) of the tranda-, 
: 2 from: Mihhaus; but 1 am ſurpriſed Abe 1 is angry. 
at tindus. being tranſlated dipped, as be trayſlates, 
the very word, aihbing, oft 2570 That I might be ; 
Seeed however, in this, important matter, Leon. 
hin) fart Dice. which renders tine=, 
tm, bu Nied nd, (2). Dipped, baptized. (3). 
<< Met. full of, abojnding and for an ex- 
ample. of bis (3). Ggnification, refers to tindius 
| literis, Cic. de gra, 25100 —Still unwilling to truſt 
my own judgment, [ went t to. ; Fobnfan's S Dictionary, 1 
tologk for the word imbued, and I found, that 
e, pi «tingture "dee, Ae with en 


N liger 
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( % Ge te 
7 vr die? — pips [hips 
rallel, ii muſt ſigniſy to dy in uuotir j and if you 
eonſult Miiſius om the Couenanti; (B. . eh. Xvi. 
ect. xiv:} you will find him of opinon; that the 

Jailor was: baptiazech by immerſion, e' hs ſeems 

unwilling to admit that it Was 3 told inmet5 on; 
| eee proves ie” £109), #6660 wobiy i 


1 
302% nir ent e en on uh. 


oy tend. thats. Men 

« ſuffer injuries, than: thoſe that are-moſt forward | 

in doing them.“ Mr. D. without ceremong 
charges other people, with irrevexance and blaipbemy, 
ammade/ly and. indecency, &c. But when he is ten- 
derly reminded of the reſemblance between his ca» 

vils againſt the hiſtory of the primitiys haptiſms, 
and thoſe af the Deiſts againſt our Lord's, mira 
cles, the hint immediately commences an u | 

imputatien. But let us ſęe ho this dreaded im- 
hutatipn is refuted... ke tells ug, + 240% Fhe 
 ** Deiſt's blaſphemous arguments concern af 
« ada; our reaſoning reſpeRs only an ordinary lap 

** 7im,/irv the diſpenſing of whichitherewas pt gfe = 

+*- miraculous circumſtance.” By Which, if I un- 
derſtand him, he means that it was: the inaruus 
part of the facts referred to, the Doiſt cagilled at 
whereas we are only diſputing about cincumſuntiali 
as the more prababls mau by which baptiſm 
vn * doubt he Doiſt 
Veen wiſhed 
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ily: perceive from hence, that it was by ca- 
willing - at the circumſlunces, the Dei endea. 
voured to inivalidate the miraculaus part of the hiſs 


6% 
wiſhed to inalidete the mitede; but the method 
he took. for 4his;purpole,; was to cavil atithe c 


; cum/langes af the ſtory. Mr. Simon Brawne, in his 


Fit Raule. 4e a ludicrous! Infadel,” p: 35, 35. 


 Waſtraigs alis remark ig a very lively manner. 


Speaking of dhe gedurection of Fairm!s daughter, 


the widow: of Naim's fon, and Lazarus, he intro» ö 


duces Mr. Welton as ſaying, Theſe three were 


| more i neper to be raiſed, than many caſes that 


+ might be put. An infignificant bey and girly and 
ten the heart” Daxarul foonld not have been ra ſed 


Le by lim, preferably to ſuch- publicꝭ and more de- 


<6: erving perſons; as an u/efitt” magi/trate; whoſe 
„ life had been à common ble{/ing;, an induſtrious. 
5. merchant,” whoſe death was a.  pablick oſs; a fu. 
her of a numerons family; which for a comfor- 
table ſobſ ſtence depended upon him. But be- 
„ cauſe Jeſum made fo prepoſſerous and injudivious: 
4 a preferenceꝶ therefore the whole narration. is, 
inprobable, incredible, abſurd. Jeſus. raiſed none: 
from the dead at all, Q. E. D.“ - Vou wilbrea- 


tory. And) in like manner Mr. D: ſtudiouſſy 


throws in obſtacles, to embarraſs the hiſtory of 
the primitiye baptiſms, which. would be plain and 
obvious, were it nat or th miſt, that is ſo indufe. 
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wiouſly- Hato „e Une But the 
Deiſt he ſays further, would invalidate" the . 
bi/tory of our Lord's miracles, whereas he dues 
not reje& the whole niſtory of baptiſm; bur only 
2 circumſtance which: we, MWeeemk, Have e AN 
* 6 Th” p. 250. Hut we Rabe feet), he" Tees 
that which makes an efential* part of baptiſm. — 
Mr. Waolfian. wy maintained” alſo, that he hel. 
lieved all the miracles" recorded in ſcripture.” But 
in what Way? Not in the proper ſeriſe; but ac. 
cording to a certain ſpirĩtua meaning he put upon 
them, under cover of which” he expoſed the "teal 
biſtory; at the füße time, calling himſelf a chrif- 
tian, and quoting mutilated” paſſages of the Fathers, 
as 3 for the ſoundneſs of his faith. Mr. 
is Juft ſuch-a believer: of baptiſm, as Mr. V. 
Was of chriſtianity. For, while he inſiſts that he 
believes the ue biflory; and admits that baptiſm 
was ſometimes” practiſed by immerſion, 1 appeal 
to you, if there is à fingle paſſage, in which the 
word Barrige is uſed, that He has not racked and 
tortured, or mutilated and interpolated, in onder | 
to ſubvert tlie idea of immerſion? How then, 
even upon his own principles, does he believe the 
whole hiftory of baptiſin I leave you now Sir, 
to judge of the r4/emblance ſpoken of; and alſo 
| the * * probability” of our ſide of the — and 
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8 en Mr. P. adorns hi 252 page. | 


T 5 ,other baptifns pe REI in this abe, 1 
Fehr es what allt, proof Mr. B. re- 

ires, that they ſte | by immreſion, 
It is abſurd; to object the weak, ſtate of Faul s 
bealth, as he had, the moment before, miraculomſiy 
received his ſight. Was not the ſame power, that 
reſtored his eyes, able to carry him with ſafety thro? 
the water? And does not the very expreſſion of 
Hnanias, Acts xxii. 16, ( Ariſe and. be baptized: 
c and waſh away thy Gns,” favour immerſion rather; | 
| than ſprinkling, which is not in ſeripture called 

waſhing f—It is not neceſſary to ſuppoſe, * Judas 
e had a baptiftery. i in his houſe; for we are nat. 
told the adminiſtration was in bis bouſe.—1 will 
add, that notwithſtanding Mr., D's ſtrong preten» 
ces. to reaſon, p. 252. there is ſomething very un- 
reaſonable, in his rea/oning on ſome of the inſtances: 
here adduced. If the caſe of Cornelius is ſpoken: 
ol, ve are taught, „ That water was brought ;. 
« 5 then, baptiſm was adminiſtered by ſprinke 
ng, If the Eunuch and, Philip bad no water 
| & but both went down inte the water; ſtill 
baptiſm could not have. been by A but 
muſt at all events have been by ſprinkling. 80 that, 
. to this Geatleman's management of the 
argument, 


( my 


argument, Tet: the caſe boeh it may, an were 
ſprinkled But hy were not Cornelius and his fas 
mily plunged ? Mr D. tells us, ./ That Matet was 
e brou; ht into the homje for that purpoſe.” Vet the 
Bible ſays no ſuch thing. And if I had, to favour; 
the cauſe of immerſion, thus foiſted words inte a 
text of ſcripture,' Mr. D. would have been the firſt 
to cry out, An interpolation i The ſeriptute 
only ſays, +* Indo con forbid water that ibeſ iu, 


be baptized?” Abd I have as great a richt to pa 


raphraſe ad ambiguous. text like this, Who can, 
6c © forbid water, that theſe fhouls 1 be immerſed in it, 
as Mr. D, that theſe "ſhould be fred with it « 
Nay, L have abundantly greater. For h m thoſe a 
ges which ace determinate, Bankge Ggnifies to 4 
but Mr, D. has not brought axe text, in which it, 
ſignifies to ſprinkle. Conſequently, we have ſtronger.” 
reaſon for adhering to that which Bet, than that 
which has. net been prayed... And Iam convinced, 
that baptiſm. was 3dmigiſtered here by immerſian,, ' 
from the following verſe, Ant Xs; 48. ** And 
6 by commanded them to bs baptized i in the name of the 
Lord” ” That is, he ordered them to be taken by the 
other diſciples, to ſome neighbouring river or reſer⸗ 
var, of Wa and dipped i in the name of the, Lend 


H have, f in this chapter, but one A ass men 


to rogue: you with, Hd Mr. Y. has here treated x 


Dr. 


* k 


eur Lord's coming r Jordin proved he was fn 


„ Mo 
Dr. Stenner with great Mn genui ty. On our 
Lord's bapiiſ, Pr. S. *expreſely Aifthaitris any de- 


pendance upom the: words in and 0. except 


when taken in ebnnection with the werd Bares; 
but that” word eint uſed; Ne "eonelides; that 


i forthe purpoſe of being immer fed—Now fr B. 
taking no notice of the former part, Brings to view 
only the latter; anch infiſts that the Doctor ſays, 


tho? coming but of Jordan does nor neceffi f imphy 


dipping ; yet being I Jordan implies it; p. 254. 


T awpoſttive;by thefame lerer) legerdemain, Mr. 
D. might” in appearance make the Bible contra- 


dit itself. But he wilt not ano at firft; that our 
Lend vas in Jordan at all. Por der, be tells usz 


sites wont up, and amo, away from; * according 
i which Curious tranflation, our Lord went up, 


@ away from” Jordan.—Awate'of ſomething ludi- 

Joo however, he drops one word, and makes it 
that our Lori might be fad to have“ ee, 
* Gay from Jordan,” Then ir ſeems, Jeſus Went 1 
to the e higher ground“ about Jordan, firſt of 


all; and afterwards, he fill went up into the wil- 
derneſs to be tempted. of the Devil; the inference 
from which is, that the wilderneſs (in agreement 


2 


— 1 5 . * cy. n r 


Lord ie es FO For his part, 
5+ it ſeems a natural ſuppoſitien, that our Lord 
taking off his fandals. walked into Jordan, and 
chat John paured ate on his head. But, as 
be has not brought any proof that baptiſm. ſigni- 
lies to. poun on, we. mult take the liberty of belie v- 
ing, that Jeſus went inte Jordan to be dine 
an idea of baptiſim which Mr. D. allows to be 


ſeriptural; and to ſupport which, we do not need 


any fanciful alluſions to the oil, parted on Aarons 
head, p. 255. vor yt neee 


** Bernard. . Ur nn 607% $562 06913 - 


But the Aab 26 if conſcious that he has 


Falle in the former part of the work, flies, p. 


258. "From the Ne Tchr to the ſeptua- 


eint and Apecrypha, for two or three examples, 


by which he flatters himſelf of being able to proves" 
chat Balls does Tb excluſively mean to dip, or 
at leaſt imply a total immerſien.— i. xxi. 4. he 


| Toys, * «being figurative is, nothing to. the 1 Pur- 


„poſe.“ That is, not to Mr. D's purpole; fer 
that it favours immerſion to ay, (as the LX X. 


"have tranſlated the Hebrew) Avojua, Banks ee In- 
; "Iquity  overwhelms me is, I apprehend, very clear; 
2 and if it had hinted any thing, i in the moſt diſtant 
manner, about ſprinkling, Mr.. , would haye 


a geile catched . Ms, . made no obje e 


Din ; 


4m) 
its being © figurative,” But the account'6f Nd 
man's 'waſhing . himſelf, 2 Kirigs v. we ate told, 
 ** affords no abſolute proof thut he was immerſed . | 
becauſe Aw is uſed as well ab Ban; and as tlie 
former does not always ͤimply a waſhing of the 
whole body, he infers that n dci argument ean 
de brought © t0 probe that Balg, in the preſent 
e caſe," ſigniſes immerſion.” —But"if Naaman's 
{whole body had not been wathed, this would riot 
-prove.that\Bexkto'fignifies to ſprinkle. Still the 
' Hebrew Taba, and the -Greek®Berktw' iritimite, 
that Naaman - dipped that part of his body he dd 
ers And 12 imagine alſo, if it was repqrtecd of 
perſon, 4 That he dipped or Plunges | himſelf /ever 
2 times in. water,” 25 Naaman did, without pe 
cifylng any particular part; common ſenſe wou'd 15 
"infer the dipping of his whale body, —Of the two _ 
"I the Apocrypha, one reipedts | oP Fade maſh 5 
ing berſelf. The bpaſſage in Juditb, xii. 7. 
| ee runs thus, u BauG. em re r Tov „aloc. 
00 She baptized herſelf ; in or at a ſpring of water.“ 
| Mr. D. will not allow her to have dipped her whole 
body. And o A variety of tranſlations beſides 
"our own, agree to render bi in, Mr. 5. will have 
it ar a ſpring of water, vill not differ with him 
about the word. It is ſufficient that ſhe waſhed ; 
at the ſpring. The natural meaning i is, the waſhed 
in the pool, into which the ſpring emptied itſelf, 
£1: And a 


tn, 


: And there was water enough for this purpoſe ; for 
ch. vi. 11. informs us of fountams of water; under 
the hill upon which Bethalia ſtood, am only of 
which (a principal one near the city, ch. vii. 12, 
13.) was ©* guarded with ſoldiers ; who alſo ware 
ordered to keep at a diſtance from Judith, when ſhe - 

vent to waſh, as the was intended for their maſter, 
ch. xii. 7.—Indeed I cannot diſcern what excuſe 
ſhe had to go out of the camp, or out of her tent 
at all, anleſs that of bathing. If ſhe wanted fimply - 
to waſh herſelf, water might have been © brought” 
into her tent. Mr. D. talks greatly of the inpro- 
bability of the jailor's going in the ns, It, out of his 
houſe to be dipped. But here he makes Judith go 

out a confiderable way, and in the night alſo to waſh 

her handt and face, or her feet; for I ſuppoſe, he 

will not allow her to have gone into the water,—Is 
not this /aying and "unaying *—I have explained 

Ecclus. xxxiv. 26. p. 33. and ſhewn that the 

| Bathing, the Son of Syrach calls bapti/m. Nor does | 

Pr. Gale ſay that this paſſage © frighted“ him. 

See Gale, p. 146.) The Doctor's words are, that 

he once. thought it a formidable inſtance ; but 

ehe ſoon found out and corrected his miſtake ;* - 
which might be ſuid by any-perſon, not determined 
to ſwallow things by wholeſale. Difficulties have 

4 occurred toevery ſtudent, that at firſt ſight appeared 

Þ great, but further enquiries obviated.— Beſore Mr. 

þ - i. 4 D. 


+4 6c manded them, that (anoCalaſa;) drawing i it up or 
og thence, they ſhould (pegeiy) bear it, that they might | 
7 6c (enigpaua) fprinkle with the water,” &c.—Sq 


<2) 


D, refle@ted on Dr. Gal, he ſhould haye,adverid. 
to the ſenſible diſtich.of old Filkem Lily. 


6. Qui dubitat, qui i ſepe rogat, mea Hitta renbbit 7 | 


46M yu! nil-dubitat, nil apf inde ___ dl | 


But of all. "the Author' 7 criticiſms, "i am mo ot. 
aſtoniſhed at. his explanation of 2 Macgabees L 21. 


| —He profeſſes to be *« much obliged” ” to Dr. H. : 


for referring him to this paſſage; becauſe 1 it * Heer 
** tually qverthrows's fy all the arguments, < 90 he has 
** ever urged, or can urge for the, indiſpenſable 
« neceſſity of immerſſon. ure he, thought: 
Paper cannot Bub, . when he. wrote the  WArdss 


The Doctor paſſed oyer the reference © very 


“ flightly,” becauſe any one, who is not Age 
to diſguiſe its meaning, will immediately grant 


that! it fayours dipping. — « The Apocryphal paſ. 


80 ſage reſpects an intended ſacrifice. to have been 


iS $6 performed by fire, which the prieſts had hid in 
% hollow pit; upon ſearching. which, inſtead of 


« fre, they found wp naxy. thick water ſays Mr. 
D.” And what follows in the writer? ce aylovg 
atofaailas pepe, emppanay Ju aH. He com- 


that am aida expreſſes the act of dipping a veſſel 


in the rs. in order to 5 it out (they could. 


2 not 


* 


. nt eS bans 


4 


not otherwiſe dra\v it out of a a pit) that they might 


bear it; and after all this preparation, comes the 
end for which they were to draw and bear it; viz 
eriß halal to ſprinkle with it, v. 22. And this is all 


che foundation Mr. D. has, for tranſlating ro 


\avla; wetting the altar; and aſſerting, & that this 
< WAR A baptiſon of wood executed by ſprinkling ;"* 1 
and that Bank is uſed ſynonyinouſly with gau 
1150 nie read the paſſage, When he faid that 
« this one inſtance cuts up every dfgumment of Dr. 


**'$, for itnmetfion ? p. 260. Or did Mr. P. think 


the Baptifis \ were not able to conſult the Apoery- 
Pha? Or that Tome | peop c will receive every thing 
from 4 Ciergyman pan 2 Had a Baptift - 
been wuilty' of ſuch an error, Mr. D. would have 

dectaimed With © the utmoſt virulence, —But this 


21fo ſhews you the propriety of the advice, to be 
very Jealuus o Mr. D's quotations ; and the jul- 
ice bf all obfervation, that they, who are moſt apt 


ww lupe other people are _ themſelves faultleſs, | 


A We have how dt the argumen- 
tative part of Mr. De. Courcy's Rejoinder ; and 


proved that, could he evince that baptiſm was at 


any time adminiſtered by ſprinkling, fill, from 
his own conceſſions, the ated and uſual method 
ought to be immerſion. But that he has not ad- 
duced e competent reaſotis, for admitting that ſprink 

ling was at all practiſed by the Apoſiles, For (1) 


5 : | ( 75 ) 

In all the examples which are clear and unambi- 
x guous, Barigo ſignifies to dip. And (2) where 
there is any ambiguity, ill it is no impropriety, 


to maintain that dipping was practiſed, agreeably 
to the confeſſed meaning of the word; and if no 


| impropriety, it ought to be the received interpre- 
tation,—A few remarks ſhall conclude my animad- 
verſions, —Mr. H. p. 262, repreſents the Baptiſts 
| as guilty of unfair and mutilated quotations, — 
Happily the recrimination is groundleſs.— Dr. S. 

is reproved for producing Calvin and Beza in de- 
fence of immerſion, and an inſinuation is dropped, 
that theſe Authors are deſcribed as not favouring 
ſprinkling. Mr. D. therefore labours to ſhew, 
that they did not believe immerſion to be the ang 
ſcriptural mode. But who fays they did ? About 
names ſo celebrated, people can no more be miſ- 
taken than that John Bunyan was 4 Raptiſt. 
{See the back of Mr. D's title page.) —It is ſuffi- 
cient for our purpoſe, that, in their explanation 
of particular paſſages, they confeſs immerſion to 
de the true, native and original idea. And if they 
; generally practiſed ſprinkling, which they acknow- 
ledge was but ſeldom practiſed, and ſeldom or ever 
practiſed dipping, which they confeſs was generally 
| practiſed in the ancient church; who is to blame, 
they for contradicting their avowed ſentiments, or 


we for producing their teſtimony ?—Such is the 


perverſeneſi 


*( 299 \ ) | 


perverſencls, alſo of weiters.in our day; ahnt, cho 
they omartimes allow immerſion was ae 
the Apoſtalic times, they ridicule it, and ſtrivę to 
_wralt every teat in which" it is binted at. It is 
ꝓrdper thereſote to nemind them, phat writers Of 
greater eminence have admitted ſuch texts as fa- 
_ Youring ierten, and. that, while they-leaned to 
the qppoſite practice, the force of +trath: on- 
ſtrained abem 50. give uh provis now nebemently 
conteſted.— Thus Miſſius acknowledged ſprinkling 
to be valid; hut no man can ſpeak more explicitly 
for immerſion than he in bis Oæranamy of the Gave- 
nanti, B. 4. chen. xiii (i) ſays he, ( It is certain, *1 
that both uh and the diſciples of Chriſt ardi- 5 
e rarity uſed dinning, as Vain, &c. haue thewn 
<< from many teſtimonies of the Gregks and La- 
F tins. (2) It cannot be denied, but the native 
ſigniſication of Bankj and Barbe is to plunge 
or ip, ſſo as do be altogether ſomething more 
« tha enmonagey ito flaat on the ſunfucse; but ſeſs 
than Joe 1 £2 40 the lattom and. periſh, as 
Joffius xemaarks. However 1 have abſerved, chat 
# ahe derm gala going 5 the. Harte, is fre- 
« quently pled by the ancients in the matter f 
< bapyiſ. Athanaſius Qual. 94+ e badi, | ne 
. nag an . eg c. he gaine datum or gi. 
61 ping of the clul in cls both. And Saanen, Lib. 
Sa * 206, has charged unemmus Mith 2 herely 


for 


0 80 * 


e fax teaching, Ad eee 5 
1e be performed: by once dipping: Similar exam 
s ples are rumy where to be met with. Salmaſiur in 
© this obſervations on Sulpitius ſcuerus, de vita Mar- 
tin, ce 15. has made the following! obſerva- 
tion., e Banden, n which Bhf, figni= 
fu immenſun, nor Afper flor: nor did the Antients 
e laptine any but by dpping either once or thrice: 
e except clinicks, or perſons\confined to a ſici- bed, be- 
s cauſe theſe: were baptixei in a manner they coul 
bear ; not in an"entire font, as they who put their 
Lead under water, but their body was ſprinkled 
All over. Cyp. 4. Epi. 7. Thus when Nova» 
tus in his fetneſi recelved baptiſm, he was 
„ ſprinkled all ov, not dipped ( nepixube; not 
. Baneteg) Euſeb. 6. Hiſt, c. 43. Nor are 
Ve to conceal (g) That there is a greater copi- 
. ouſneſs (ef fighification, and & fuller fintilltude be- 
e tween the fig# and the thing ſignified in immerſion. 
(4) Nay, that immer ſion may be performed in 
4 cold countries, without any great danger of health 
and life; appeats tromi'the example of the'Ru//i 
L ans, who plunge the chiluren to be baptized three 
| = cine all ver; not believing that baptiſm can 
be" duly performed in any other way; and never 
. ee lake warm water, but for perſons infirm ; as . 
e the Muſcvvite writers relate at large”. —After 
which he proceeds rather to pg for ſprinkling, 
* | than 


pA 75 55 5 te 5 
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manner as 2 Papiſt might apologize for - curtailing FE 


the Lord's Supper, that To be ſure, the Lord's 
Supper was ufually adminiſtered with hren and 
cc wine; but in ſome paſſages of ſcripture; only 
the terms brtating* e bread ate uſed, (Hels ii. 
« 46. xx. 7.) conſequently, to take the bread only 
eis ſufficient ; the wine is not «ſentjal to the ordi 
e nance, &c.“ The popiſh” argument would be 
full as good as thoſe for ſprinkling; and the Pal 
piſts may as eligibly call the Pruteſtants bjgoes and 
ſchiſmatics, for inſiſting on the wine in the Lord's 
upper, as Mr. D. the wunde tor not ae 
nn to 1 ane 8.80 

7 5 ob Li} $6939 ey UIY 

l beg your ir indulgence als, \whilt-E add's re 
mark on Mr. D's apology for his Church. 
P. 98, he attempts ſyllogiſtically to vindicate the 
9th. article, from making baptiſm 'eſential to Jak. 
vation. The article ſays, ** There is 10 condem- 

nation for them that believe and are baptizea.” 
He ſuppoſes it parallel to Mark XVI. 16. He 
« that b-heveth and is "baptized ſhall be ſaved. . ＋ 
But there i is one conſideration,” that * mows down 
all his {yllogilms ; ; I mean that, while our Lord 
promiſed, He that believeth and is baptized 
«ſhall be ſaved; n order to teach that faith, not 
baptiſm, is nece{/ary te ſalvation, he immediately © 
added, And be . hall be dam- 
c ned | 


Ts 


aaa no ſych gualifhy 
Ing clauſe, fixes upon the church (as do the gare 
chili and baptsmal-office) the charge of making 
haptiſm an eential to ſalwatian. (x) — P. 119 Gs. 
Mr. P. propoſos certain queries (accuſing the Han- 
Abe of ſchiſm. cc. in ſeparating from the gommu- 
nion of the Church of England) which would be more 
properly directed to the other denominations of 
Miſenters, who are nearer. the Church. —But I am 
ſyrpriſed io hear him talking about matters of indife 
Hrence and daubiſul diſputatian, in which chriſtians 
Should think and let think, for the ſake of chriſtian- 
fellow ſhiꝑ and communion, When his church will 
not admit the greateſt chriſtian upon garth to receive 
the ſacrament unleſs he Ineels, a poſture for which 
ſcriptural- authority is not even pretended, Mr. 
D. will perhaps plead, o This alſo is a matter 
« of indiſference. But if ſo, why have laws 
been formally enaged, to prodibit receiving it in | 
any other poſture; (Canon xxvi. ) ſo that if a con- 
ſcientious diſſenter objects, t is like the popif 
= _ adoration of the hoſt, and 1 cannot conform to 
10 u; he will certainly be denied the communion ? 
; Lei not Mr. D. wonder, that the Baptiſts do nat 
ommune | with his church ; for if other diſſenters 
cruple it, for the ſake of, matters confeſledly cer: 


munial, much more the oh ts, who „ together 


— „ ̃² g . e 


(* See che e — — Reajons, 
p. 16. . | 


(n 


with the former obſtacles, diſſent from the practoe 
of the church, in regard to an er, of the gf; 
gel, —Congerning the admiſſion / apenty prophing 
and immargl. perſons to the ſacrament in the Church . 
England, Mr, D. argues, p. 243. That the 
e church has power to 7efuſ#” ſuch communicants. 
But the queſtion returns, Is that power exerte 
0 60 to purge the communion fram ſcandalous fin- 
5e hers. . The diſſenters have much greater pow. 

er than canis and baun orinanchs, even the 
605M / God, to authorize them to put eway the 

| wicked, Yet if any ſociety. n mat this power, that 
ſociety docs, 4% fudle, unchunch irſelf, by join 
ing the table of the Lord de that of devils.—Peo- 
ple may appear ferious' who are at heart wicked, > 
Our duty; is to judge charitably, unlebs their ini 
auity is manifeſt, - But does not the gensul prace 
4ice of the Church of England admit #nown drunks 
erds, - fwvearers, ſabbarh- breakers, lewd and | diſhong 

| Per 1 fans to the Sacrament ? Mr. N. confeſſes, p. 
243. that, except ayexo << canſcientiogs diſuplina- 
<< rious, there is a maſt criminal relaxation ＋ af: 
„ cipline in the preſent day; (particularly 
40 the due ariniftration of the Lord's ines (6, 


OSIRIS ume ann What 


* 5 Mr D's Seal tor his church n n 
1 Beptiſt touch but ehe hem of her garment, he 1s 
in a rage at the ſuppoſed inſult. Wirne ſs his indecent 
9—— Mr. n p. xv. of his e Kc. 


— 


5 . 
& 


1 


tu) 


What doch it avail then; to telle us of the feats the 


church is fe with, while tltere is no more 
"diſcipline than a general charge to the profane, not 
0 approach the altar; = charge, that but few | 


. 99) 2 Th 23. wh & 7* "4 | e ' 4 1 * 44 "of 


„ 
4 


- 
— 


| . War 
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de Mr. Wattle ins" nothing 


Mr. D. confeſſes te the 231; of his _ «rut b 


fers tc  great''a'" dogred of relaxation.” pi xxi.” and 


that-there is: n cniminal rtlaxation of diſcipline 


In the e preſent, day: p. 343. Mr., Malin, together 
with this acknowledged Errors. has aſſerted, that the 
church, foſing fight of the diſcipline and order enjoined 
In the goſpel, has introduced human forms and inven- 
tions inta the worſhip of God. "Theſe he meant by 
the. term diſorderſy Mx, D. inſtead of proving the 
2 eremonies of his church 9, be ſeriptura}y, tenderly paſ- 

HE, over as . jnferior”? maßters, Xi. And 85 

in the order of 8 

n moment, a8 to 


pel-worſhip' to be of that 1 


be treated with iadiſferenes, he is called a mealous da- 


Votes and a biget &c. So that according to Mr. D. the 
church has nothing to, .do,with Chrif as King in Zion, 


Auch the director of his owh worthip.—— I think this is 
_ eaſily, dedueible from the Authôr's bur defence of 


3 


able mipiſter, altho the young map may be ar- 
Aer of [the church of England, gue winiltes a 
ais. | 


Ris church, tho“ perhaps his warmth may have car. 


-. ied him further, than cooler deliberation may think 


prudent. —Such deliberation I earneſtly recommend 3 
and at'the ſame time ſuggeſt for his conſideration, 


. Lev, xix.. 32. ._ Thou att riſe up before.the hoary head, 


and. honour the face of tht, old man. There is a decent 
reſpec due from à young man 40 an aged and value 


4 'T £ > ** ah. Ab. ET Can 8 
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of the | congrapploh perhaps hear, 200 beer in 
regard While 10 ſpitited! efforts are wee 


the Rulers of the church, to reſtrain ſo profan 

an abuſe? And while à temptation isthrown in 
the way of the wicked; by holding up the Lord's 5 
ſapper as an indiſpenſable qualification for public : 


offices of honor und emolument Mr. D. is 18 


very deficient in his defence of the church; and. 
kis compliments' to it are very awkward —Some- 


times Cbeiſt, ſometinies the King, is the head of 5 


the church, p. 106, 119. fo thatffrom this deſerip- 
tion, the church has two' Bed. Fpiſcopary is 
fuppoſed to be of divine original, and yet inſepara- 
bly connected with monarchy, p. 106. which is 2 
direct contradiction to ſeripture; for Chriſt de- 
elared that his kingdom is nor f this world, John 


xviii. 35. aad prohibited his Biſhops from ſeeking : 1 


worldly riches or preferments.—I believe Mr, B 
is out in his politic: too. For, tho” it was the 92 
rannical maxim of ama IJ. No Biſbop, no King; 
our conſtitution” is too well underſtobd, inge the 

GLORIOUS REVOLUTION, for people of fenſe and 4 
reading to beligvg that, unleſs our Biſhops are Par: 
of the realm, the throne of our Sracious Sovereign 


will totter. The throne Is fixed upon a furer baſis. 8 | 
It is founded upon the laws; Ind ſupported by the 


affeQions of; a brave prople, who diſcarded the ver- 
W ap 5 e the hands? 
| e 1 nt Abba "of Ke 


( "i 

_ of. the Brunſwich family i Ter Aifornily, that! ths 3 

| Baptifis value full as much as Mr. D. tho' the g- 
nerality do not imerfere in the unheppy Auuriran 
conteſt, any, further than te mqurn over it beſore 
God, and pray to: the Prince of peace, that — 5 
have a | ſpeedy and beppy iſſue.—In truth, Sir, I 

| wondered. to behold, the affairs of America i W | 
mixed with a controverſy. about - baptiſm, till, I - ? 
heard that Mr. D. is. poſſeſſed of a Lord Chancellor's + 
Living, and recollected his inſinuation; p. 38. that 
bis is not a ** cor ant benefice.” Af the Ręjoinden 

| | recommends him to one more. ſubſtany;al,'be will 
not have laboured a/tagether. in vain. Ny but he 
had conducted he debate in a more chriſtian. ſpirit. 
1 t may perhaps give him a temporary pleaſure ( ſuch 
as it ĩs) to think haw he has mauled”( z)theBap=- 
* tſts. But if, when the vai of mortalityr drups, he 

2 lock upon it with comfort, or, in the day of 

; folemn account, it meets with the approbatiom of 
his Judge, it will be as great a ſurpriſe to me as it 
would now be, to hear it commended by:perſons 
nne. Lan, Sn, 


en Fos nuit SinvAnn," 
e e Wo ang < 


be 24. . 19 A 68 0% Jenting 


oo 8 Mr. D. wits 1 Mie ders i commendation of the 
murdering Reformer Zuinglius, who condemned t 
Papriſtsto F 
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